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WORKERS' COMPENSATION 
COMPLAINT Or') ~ 03();Jb7 
CLAIMANT'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
Lesia Knowlton 
Route 1, Post Office Box 175 
Carral, Idaho 83322 
EMPLOYER'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
St. Luke's Regional Medical Center 
190 East Bannock 
Boise, Idaho .83712 
CLAIMANTS SOCIAL SECURITY NO. CLAIMANT'S BIRTHDATE 
 
 
STATE AND COUNTY IN WHICH INJURY OCCURRED 
Idaho, Blaine County 
CLAIMANT'S ATTORNEY'S NAME. ADDRESS, AND TELEPHONE NUMBER 
Stratton P. Laggis 
P.O. Box 2195 
Ketchum! Idaho 83340 
(208) 726-8003 
WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE CARRIER'S (NOT ADJUSTOR'S) NAME 
AND ADDRESS 
Fremont Comp Insurance 
P.O. Box 70015 
Boise, Idaho· 83707 
DATE OF INJURY OR MANIFESTATION OF OCCUPATIONAL DISEASE 
09/12/00 
WHEN INJURED, CLAIMANT WAS EARNING AN AVERAGE WEEKlY WAGE 
OF: $ 412. 50. PURSUANT TO n2-419, IDAHO CODE 
DESCRIBE HOW INJURY OR OCCUPATIONAL DISEASE OCCURRED (WHAT HAPPENED) 
The claimant was exposed to highly toxic sulfuric acJi:::d fumes.: 
NATURE OF MEDICAL PROBLEMS ALLEGED AS A RESULT OF ACCIDENT OR OCCUPATIONAL DISEASE 
:-~,,~, 
Chronic cough, dyspnea, laryngitis, P~DS or hyperactive airway, 
laryngospasm, dysfunctional' larynx, and epigastric refiliux. -. 
WHAT WORKERS' COMPENSATION BENEFITS ARE YOU CLAIMING AT THIS TIME? 
Medical benefits, -TTD 
DATE ON WHICH NOTICE OF INJURY WAS GIVEN TO EMPLOYER TO WHOM YOU GAVE NOTICE 
09/13/00 Jo Dee Alverson 
HOW NOTICE WAS GIVEN: cz: ORAL o WRITTEN o OTHER. PLEASE SPECIFY 
ISSUE OR ISSUES INVOLVED 
Whether or not the claimant is entitled to the benefits listed above. 
DO YOU BELIEVE THIS CLAIM PRESENTS A NEW QUESTION OF LAW OR A COMPLICATED SET OF FACTS? 0 YES ~ NO IF SO, PLEASE SlATE WHY. 
NOTICE: COMPLAINTS AGAINST THE INDUSTRIAL SPECIAL INDEMNITY FUND MUST BE FILED ON FORM I.e. 1002 
IC100l (Rev. 10/94) (COMPLETE OTHER SIDE) Complaint -
PHYSICIANS WHO TREATED CLAIMANT (N AM E A( J RES S) o 
PLEASE SEE ATTACHED 
WHAT MEDICAL COSTS HAVE YOU INCURRED TO DATE? Unknown at this time, presently being compiled 
WHAT MEDICAL COSTS t;AS YOUR EMPLOYER PAID, IF ? $ Unkn own WHAT MEDICAL COSTS HAVE YOU PAID, IF ANY? $ None 
I AM INTERESTED IN MEDIATING THIS C ~ YES 
PLEASE ANSWER THE SET OF QUESTIONS IMMEDIATEr 
ONLY IF CLAIM IS MADE FOR DEATH BENEFllS 
o NO 
NAME OF DECEASED DATE OF DEATH RELATION OF DECEASED TO CLAIMANT 
WAS CLAIMANT DEPENDENT ON DECEASED? DID CLAIMANT LIVE WITH DECEASED AT TIME OF ACCIDENT? 
DYES 0 NO DYES 0 NO 
CLAIMANT MUST COMPLETE, SIGN AND DATE THE FOLLOWING: 
MEDICAL RELEASE FORM 
I hereby authorize any defendant and defendants' legal counsel, at their sole expense, to examine, inspect, receive or take copies 
of any medical reports, records, x-rays or test results of hospitals, physicians or any other person, or to receive information from any person 
having examined me and their diagnosis, relative to my past, present and future physical and mental condition. 
I also authorize and direct that a duplicate set of all documents or written records provided to said law firm, or any individual 
member thereof, also be provided to me or my attorney, Stratton P. Laggis . The defendant requesting 
my records shall bear the expense incurred in production of such duplicate set. 
I further authorize that copies of this authorization may be used in l ieu of the original. THIS AUTHORIZATION IS VALID ONLY FOR 
THE DURATION OF THE PENDING LITIGATION. It is further understood that all information obtained under this authorization shall be 
regarded as confidentia l and maintained as such . 
Dated this __ day of _________ , 19_ 
Claimant's Signature 
NOTICE! An Employer or Insurance Company served with a Complaint must file an Answer on Form I.C. 
1003 with the Industrial Commission within 21 days of the date of service as specified on the certificate of 
mailing to avoid default. If no answer is filed, a Default Award may be entered! 
Further information may be obtained from: Industrial Commission, Judicial Division, P.O. Box 83720, Boise, 
Idaho 83720-0041 (208) 334-6000 
(COMPLETE CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ON PAGE 3j 
CompJaint-
PLEASE COMPLETE 
RTIFIC :TE OF SERVfE 
I hereby certify that on the {g day of ___ ~"I-__ ' p, I caused to be served a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing Complaint upon: 
EMPLOYER'S NAME AND ADDRESS SURfTY'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
St. Luke's Regional Medical Center Fremont Comp Insurance 
190 East Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83712 
via: o -personal serviCe b1 process 
VregUlar U_S. Mail 
Box 70015 
Boise, Idaho" 83707 
via-:" " - _ D 7-onal service "of process 
\lr""'regular U.S_ Mail 
o I have not served a copy of the Complaint on anyone. 
r_--._l ... :_. '0-__ '" -I' ~ 
LESIA KNOWLTON 
WORKERS' COMPENSATION COMPLAINT 
Physicians who treated claimant: 
1. Laira Thomas, F.N.P., Camas medical Clinic, Fairfield, Idaho 83327 
2. Ronald K. Fullmer, M.D., 570 Shoup Avenue West, Twin Falls, Idaho 83301 
3. Gooding County Memorial Hospital, Gooding, Idaho 
4. Thomas Pryor, M.D., Gooding, 'Idaho 
5. Richard E. Henry, M.D., 800 Falls Avenue, Suite 2, Twin Falls, Idaho 83301 
6. Jeffrey R. Saffle, M.D., University of Utah, Intermountain Burn Center, 50 North 
Medical Drive, Salt Lake City, Utah 84132 
7. Holly J. Carveyth, M.D., University of Utah, Department of Internal Medicine, 50 
North Medical Drive, Salt Lake City, Utah 84132-0001 
8. Heather Dove, MA CCC/SLP, University of Utah, 50 North Medical Drive, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84132 
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WORKERS' COMPENSATION 
COMPLAINT 
'SEt IDAHO 83720-0041 
CLAIMANT'S NAME AND ADDRESS CLAIMANT'S ATTORNEY'S NAME, ADDRESS, AND TELEPHONE NUMBER 
Lesia Knowlton 
Route 1, Post Office Box 175 
Carral, Idaho 83322 
Stratton P. Laggis 
P.O. Box 2195 
Ketchum, Idaho 83340 
(208) 726-8003 
EMPLOYER'S NAME AND ADDRESS WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE CARRIER'S (NOT ADJUSTOR'S) NAME 
AND ADDRESS 
St. Luke's Regional Medical Center 
190 East Bannock 
Boise, Idaho 83712 
CLAIMANT'S SOCIAL SECURITY NO. CLAIMANT'S BIRTHDATE 
  
Fremont Comp Insurance 
P.O. Box 70015 
Boise, Idaho 83707 
DATE OF INJURY OR MANIFESTATION OF OCCUPATIONAL DISEASE 
09/12/00 
STATE AND COUNTY IN WHICH INJURY OCCURRED 
Idaho, Blaine County 
WHEN INJURED, CLAIMANT WAS EARNING AN AVERAGE WEEKLY WAGE 
OF: $ 412. 50, PURSUANT TO §72-419,IDAHOCODE 
DESCRIBE HOW INJURY OR OCCUPATIONAL DISEASE OCCURRED (WHAT HAPPENED) 
The claimant was exposed to highly toxic sulfuric acrd fumes for 
approximately seven hours. 
NATURE OF MEDICAL PROBLEMS ALLEGED AS A RESULT OF ACCIDENT OR OCCUPATIONAL DISEASE 
Chronic cough, dyspnea, laryngitis, PADS or hyperactive airway, 
laryngospasm 
WHAT WORKERS' COMPENSATION BENEFITS ARE YOU CLAIMING AT THIS TIME? t?:: 
('/J !:;;;? 
-! iq ?2:v 
Medical benefits ,TTD 
DATE ON WHICH NOTICE OF INJURY WAS GIVEN TO EMPLOYER TO WHOM YOU GAVE NOTICE r-(J 
Jo Dee Alverson 
rrl (J-
C)-<-: 09/13/00 
HOW NOTICE WAS GIVEN: ex ORAL o WRITTEN o OTHER, PLEASE SPECIFY :rO 
C/) § C/) 
0 1V :z:- <11 ISSUE OR ISSUeS INVOLVED 
Whether or not the claimant lS entitled to the benefits listed above. 
DO YOU BELIEVE THIS CLAIM PRESENTS A NEW QUESTION OF LAW OR A COMPLICATED SET OF FACTS? 0 YES fi:J NO IF SO, PLEASE STATE WHY. 
NOTICE: COMPLAINTS AGAINST THE INDUSTRIAL SPECIAL INDEMNITY FUND MUST BE FILED ON FORM I.C. 1002 
C1001 (Rev. 10/94) (COMPLETE OTHER SIDE) Complaint-PaI!e 1 of 3 
s 
PHYSICIANS WHO TREATED CLAIMANT (NAME AND .ESS) 
PLEASE SEE ATTACHED 
WHAT MEDICAL COSTS HAVE YOU INCURREDTODATE7 Unknown at this time, presently being compiled 
WHAT MEDICAL COSTS !:lAS YOUR EMPLOYER PAID, IF ANY? $ Unknown WHAT MEDICAL COSTS HAVE YOU PAID, IF ANY? $ None 
I AM INTERESTED IN MEDIATING THIS C M, IF THE OTHER PARTIES AGREE. [] YES 
D~ 
PLEASE ANSWER THE SET OF QUESTIONS IMMEDIATELY B 
ONLY IF CLAIM IS MADE FOR DEATH BENEFllS 
o NO 
NAME OF DECEASED DATE OF DEATH RELATION OF DECEASED TO CLAIMANT 
WAS CLAIMANT DEPENDENT ON DECEASED? 
DYES 0 NO I DID CLAIMANT LIVE WITH DECEASED AT TIME OF ACCIDENT? DYES 0 NO 
::::LAIMANT MUST COMPLETE, SIGN AND DATE THE FOLLOWING: 
MEDICAL RELEASE FORM 
I hereby authorize any defendant and defendants' legal counsel, at their sole expense, to examine, inspect, receive or take copies 
C)f any medical reports, records, x-rays or test results of hospitals, physicians or any other person, or to receive information from any person 
having examined me and their diagnosis, relative to my past, present and future physical and mental condition. 
I also authorize and direct that a duplicate set of all documents or written records provided to said law firm, or any individual 
member thereof, also be provided to me or my attorney, Stratton P. Laggis . The defendant requesting 
my records shall bear the expense incurred in production of such duplicate set. 
I further authorize that copies of this authorization may be used in lieu of the original. THIS AUTHORIZATION IS VALID ONLY FOR 
THE DURATION OF THE PENDING LITIGATION. It is further understood that all information obtained under this authorization shall be 
regarded as confidential and maintained as such. 
~/ 
, ::P.r_. 
NOTICE! An Employer or Insurance Company served with a Complaint must file an Answer on Form I.C. 
1003 with the Industrial Commission within 21 days of the date of service as specified on the certificate of 
mailing to avoid default. If no answer is filed, a Default Award may be entered! 
Further information may be obtained from: Industrial Commission, Judicial Division, P.O. Box 83720, Boise, 
Idaho 83720-0041 (208) 334-6000 
(COMPLETE CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ON PAGE 3) 
Complaint-Pa to 
PLEASE COMPLETE 
. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE \ 
I he .. by cemfy that on the fa day Ofs.eP- ,-;;- ~,used to be wved a t,ue and conect copy 
of the foregoing Complaint upon: 
EMPLOYER'S NAME AND ADDRESS SURETY'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
St. Luke I s Regional Medical Center Fremont Comp Insurance 
190 East Bannock Box 70015 
Boise, Idaho 83712 
via: o . persomll service ot process 
¥regUlar U.S. Mail 
-------------------------------------
Boise, Idaho 83707 
via: . - D pers·onal servke ·of process 
~regUlar U.S. Mail 
o I have not served a copy of the Complai on anyone. 
Complaint-Page 3 of 3 1 
LESIA KNOWLTON 
WORKERS' COMPENSATION COMPLAINT 
Physicians who treated claimant: 
1. Laira Thomas, F.N.P., Camas medical Clinic, Fairfield, Idaho 83327 
2. Ronald K. Fullmer, M.D., 570 Shoup Avenue West, Twin Falls, Idaho 83301 
3. Gooding County Memorial Hospital, Gooding, Idaho 
4. Thomas Pryor, M.D., Gooding, Idaho 
5. Richard E. Henry, M.D., 800 Falls Avenue, Suite 2, Twin Falls, Idaho 83301 
6. Jeffrey R. Saffle, M.D., University of Utah, Intermountain Burn Center, 50 North 
Medical Drive, Salt Lake City, Utah 84132 
7. Holly J. Carveyth, M.D., University of Utah, Department of Internal Medicine, 50 
North Medical Drive, Salt Lake City, Utah 84132-0001 
8. Heather Dove, MA CCC/SLP, University of Utah, 50 North Medical Drive, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84132 
SEND ORIGINAL TO: INDUSTRIAL ,ON, JUDICIAL DIVISION, P.O. BOX 83720, 
AMENDED 
WORKERS' COMPENSATION 
COMPLAINT 
JR, IDAHO 83720-0041 
CLAIMANTS (INJURED WORKER) NAME AND ADDRESS CLAIMANT'S ATTORNEY'S NAME, ADDRESS, AND TELEPHONE NUMBER 
Lesia Knowlton 
Route I, Post Office Box ]75 
Carra I, Idaho 83322 
EMPLOYER'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
Wood River Medical Center 
P,O. Box 100 
Ketchum, Idaho 83340 
CLAIMANT'S SOCIAL SECURITY NO, 
 
CLAIMANT'S BIRTHDATE 
STATE AND COUNTY IN WHICH INJURY OCCURRED 
Idaho, Blaine County 
DESCRlBE HOW INJURY OR OCCUPATIONAL DISEASE OCCURRED (WHAT HAPPENED) 
The claimant was expposed to highly toxic sulfuric acid fumes. 
Stratton p, Laggis 
p.o, Box 2195 
Keochufl\ldaho 83340 
(208) 726-8003 
WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE CARRIER'S (NOT ADJUSTOR'S) NAME 
AND ADDRESS 
Fremont Comp Insurance 
P.O, Box 70015 
Boise, Idaho 83707 
DATE OF INJURY OR MANIFESTATION OF OCCUPATIONAL DISEASE 
091i2iOO 
WHEN INJURED, CLAIMANT WAS EARNING AN AVERAGE WEEKLY WAGE 
412.50 
OF: $ , PURSUANT TO §72-419, IDAHO CODE 
NATURE OF MEDICAL PROBLEMS ALLEGED AS A RESULT OF ACCIDENT OR OCCUPATIONAL DISEASE 
chronic cough, dyspnea, laryngitis, RADS or hyperactive aireway, laryngospasm, dysfunctional larynx, and epigastric reflux 
WHAT WORKERS' COMPENSATION BENEFITS ARE YOU CLAIMING AT THIS TIME? 
Medical benefits, TTD, PPI and PPD 
DATE ON WHICH NOTICE OF INJURY WAS GIVEN TO EMPLOYER 
09/13/00 
HOW NOTICE WAS GIVEN: 
ISSUE OR ISSUES INVOLVED 
Whether the claimant is entitled to each aftlle benefits listed above. 
[3;J ORAL 
TO WHOM NOTICE WAS GIVEN 
Jo Dee Alverson 
D WRITTEN D OTHER, PLEASE SPECIFY 
c) 
DO YOU BELIEVE THIS CLAIM PRESENTS A NEW QUESTION OF LAW OR A COMPLICATED SET OF FACTS? DYES [3;J NO IF SO, PLEASE STATE WHY, 
NOTICE: COMPLAINTS AGAINST THE INDUSTRIAL SPECIAL INDEMNITY FUND MUST BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
IDAHO CODE § 72-334 AND FILED ON FORM I.C. 1002 
IC] 001 (Rev. 9/01) (COMPLETE OTHER SIDE) Complaint - Page I of 3 
PHYSICIANS WHO TREATED CLAIM ANT (NAME AND C~E-S-S-) ---------------t 
Please see attached 
WHAT MEDICAL COSTS HAVE YOU INCURRED TO DATE'! UNKNOWN 
UNKNOWN 
WHAT M EDICAL COSTS HAS YOUR EMPLOY ER PAID, IF ANY '! $ 
I AM INTERESTED IN MEDIATING THIS CLAI ,IF THE OTHER PARTIES AGae~ ....... 
DATE ~ 
PLEASE ANSWER THE SET OF QUESTIONS IMMEDIATELY BEL 
ONLY IF CLAIM IS MADE FOR DEATH BENEFITS 
NONE 
NAME AND SOCIAL SECURITY NUM BER OF PARTY 
FILING COMPLAINT 
DATE OF DEATH RELATION TO DECEASED CLAIMANT 
WAS FILING PARTY DEPENDENT ON DECEASED'! DID FILING PARTY LIVE WITH DECEASED AT TIME OF ACCIDENT? 
DYES DNo DYES D NO 
CLAIMANT MUST COMPLETE, SIGN AND DATE THE FOLLOWING: 
MEDICAL RELEASE FORM 
I hereby authorize any defendant and defendants' legal counsel , at their sole expense, to examine, inspect, receive or take copies of any medical 
reports, records, x-rays or test results of hospitals, physicians or any other person, or to receive information from any person having examined me and their 
diagnosis, relative to my past, present and future physical and mental condition. 
I also authorize and direct that a duplicate set of all documents or written records provided to said law firm, or any individual member thereof, also 
be provided to me or my attorney, _STRATTON P. LAGG IS . The defendant requesting my records 
shall bear the expense incurred in production of such duplicate set. 
I further authorize that copies of this authorization may be used in lieu of the original. THIS AUTHORIZATION IS VALID ONLY FOR THE 
DURATION OF THE PENDING LITIGATION. It is further understood that all information obtained under this authorization shall be regarded as 
confidential and maintained as such. 
Dated this _ _ day of _________ , 20_ 
Claimant's Signature 
NOTICE! An Employer or Insurance Company served with a Complaint must file an Answer on Form I.C. 1003 with 
the Industrial Commission within 21 days of the date of service as specified on the certificate of mailing to avoid 
default. If no answer is filed, a Default Award may be entered! 
Further information may be obtained from: Industrial Commission, Judicial Division, P.O. Box 83720, Boise, Idaho 83720-
0041 (208) 334-6000 
(COMPLETE CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ON PAGE 3) 
Complaint - Page 2 of 3 
if) 
PLEASE COMPLETE 
A CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certIfy that on the _ -- ,_ day of _ , 20~ , I caused to be served a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing Complaint upon: 
EMPLOYER'S NAME AND ADDRESS SURETY'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
Wood River Medical Center c/o Alan Hull Fremont Comp Insurance 
P.O. Box 7426 P.O. Box 70015 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 Boise, Idaho 83707 
vIa: o personal service of process via: o personal service of process 
regular U.S. Mail regular U.S. Mail 
o I have not served a copy of the Complaint on a 
Signature 
Complaint - Page 3 of 3 
it 
LESIA KNOWLTON 
WORKERS' COMPENSATION COMPLAINT 
Physicians who treated claimant: 
1. Laira Thomas, F.N.P., Camas medical Clinic, Fairfield, Idaho 83327 
2. Ronald K. Fullmer, M.D., 570 Shoup Avenue West, Twin Falls, Idaho 83301 
3. Gooding County Memorial Hospital, Gooding, Idaho 
4. Thomas Pryor, MD., Gooding, 1daho 
5. Richard E. Henry, M.D., 800 Falls Avenue, Suite 2, Twin Falls, Idaho 83301 
6. Jeffrey R. Saffle, M.D., University of Utah, Intermountain Burn Center, 50 North 
Medical Drive, Salt Lake City, Utah 84132 
7. Holly J. Carveyth, M.D., University of Utah, Department of Internal Medicine, 50 
North Medical Drive, Salt Lake City, Utah 84132-0001 
B. Heather Dove, MA CCC/SLP, University of Utah, 50 North Medical Drive, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84132 
Send Original To: Industrial Commissio, Jdicial Division, 317 Main Street, Boise, I< .. ~ J 83720-6000 
ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
I.C. NO . ____ .:::..00:::--...:::.,.03=0=2:.:::6...:::.,.9 ___ _ INJURY DATE ____ --=9"-/1:..=2::....;:/0'-"'0 ______ _ 
CLAIMANT'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
Lesia Knowlton 
Route 1, P.O. Box 175 
Carral, ID 83322 
EMPLOYER'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
Wood River Medical Center 
P.O. Box 100 
Ketchum, ID 83340 
CLAIMANT'S ATTORNEY'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
Stratton P. Laggis 
P.O. Box 2195 
Ketchum, ID 83340 ORfG!~JAL 
WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE CARRIER'S (NOT 
ADJUSTOR'S) NAME AND ADDRESS 
Cambridge Integrated Services, Administrator for Fremont Indemnity 
Company, Successor in Interest to Fremont Industrial Indemnity 
Company 
P. O. Box 70015 
Boise, ID 83707 
:z: 
ATTORNEY REPRESENTING EMPLOYER OR EMPLOYER/SURETY 
(NAME AND ADDRESS) 
ATTORNEY REPRESENTING INDUSTRIAL SPECI.tgNDWNITY 
FUND (NAME AND ADDRESS) ~ c:: 
3J :z: ." 
Alan K. Hull 
P. O. Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707 
ISB No.: 1568 
Ii! r-
m 
o 
[8l The above-named employer or employer/surety responds to Claimant's Complaint by stating: 
o The Industrial Special Indemnity Fund responds to the Complaint against the ISIF by stating: 
IT IS: (Check One) 
Admitted Denied 
SEE BELOW 
X 
X 
SEE BELOW 
SEE BELOW 
X 
X 
UNDER INVESTIGATION 
X 
1. That the accident or occupational exposure alleged in the Complaint actually occurred on or about the 
time claimed. 
2. That the employer/employee relationship existed. 
3. That the parties were subject to the provisions of the Idaho Workers' Compensation Act. 
4. That the condition for which benefits are claimed was caused partly 0 
entirely 0 by an accident arising out of and in the course of Claimant's employment. 
5. That, if an occupational disease is alleged, manifestation of such disease is or was due to the nature 
of the employment in which the hazards of such disease actually exist, are characteristic of and peculiar 
to the trade, occupation, process, or employment. 
6. That notice of the accident causing the injury, or notice of the occupational disease, was given to the 
employer as soon as practical but not later than 60 days after such accident or 60 days of the 
manifestation of such occupational disease. 
7. That, if an occupational disease is alleged, notice of such was given to the employer within five 
months after the employment had ceased in which it is claimed the disease was contracted. 
8. That the rate of wages claimed is correct. If denied, state the average weekly wage pursuant to Idaho 
Code, Section 72-419: $, _______ _ 
9. That the alleged employer was insured or permissibly self-insured under the Idaho Workers' 
Compensation Act. 
10. What benefits, if any, do you concede are due Claimant? 
Benefits paid to date. 
IC1003 (Rev. 11/91) (COMPLETE OTHER SIDE) Answer-Page 1 of 2 
Continued from 
11. State with specificity what matters are h and your reason for denying liability, togeth, any affirmative defenses. 
1. Defendants admit that Claimant was exposed to low level sulfuric acid fumes. 
2. Defendants admit that Claimant suffered from irritation to her lungs but the exact nature of the injury, and its permanency, is at issue. 
3. Whether Claimant is entitled to additionalTTDs and/or medical benefits. 
4. The extent of Claimant's PPI and/or PPD. 
5. Possible apportionment to pre-existing. 
Under the Commission rules, you have twenty-one (21) days from the date of service of the Complaint to answer the Complaint. A 
copy of your Answer must be mailed to the Commission and a copy must be served on all parties or their attorneys by regular U.S. 
mail or by personal service of process. Unless you deny liability, you should pay immediately the compensation required by law, and 
not cause the claimant, as well as yourself, the expense of a hearing. All compensation which is concededly due and accrued should 
be paid. Payments due should not be withheld because a Complaint has been filed. Rule "'(0), judicial Rules of Practice and 
Procedure under the Idaho Workers' Compensation Law, applies. Complaints against the Industrial Special Indemnity Fund must 
be filed on Form I.C. 1002. 
I AM INTERESTED IN MEDIATING THIS CLAIM, IF THE OTHER PARTIES AGREE. DYES DNO 
Unknown. 
DO YOU BELIEVE THIS CLAIM PRESENTS A NEW QUESTION OF LAW OR A COMPLICATED SET OF FACTS? IF SO, PLEASE STATE. 
It may present a complicated set of medical facts. 
II 
Amount of Compensation Paid to Date Dated Wndant 0' Attorney 
PPD ITO Medical 
Under Investigation K. I rr June 9, 2003 
PLEASE COMPLETE CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the --Lday of June ,2003, I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing Answer upon: 
CLAIMANT'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
Stratton P. Laggis 
P.O. Box 2195 
Ketchum, 10 83340 
via: 0 personal service of process 
tB:I regular U.S. Mail 
EMPLOYER AND SURETY'S 
NAME AND ADDRESS 
via: 0 personal service of process 
o regular U.S. Mail 
INDUSTRIAL SPECIAL INDEMNITY FUND 
(if applicable) 
via: 0 personal service of process 
o regular U.S. Mail 
Answer-Page 2 of 2 
14 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HUll LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
P. O. Box 7426 
Boise, 10 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull - ISB No.: 1568 
Attorneys for Defendants 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
lESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
CAMBRIDGE INTEGRATED SERVICES, 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR FREMONT 
INDEMNITY COMPANY, SUCCESSOR 
IN INTEREST TO FREMONT 
INDUSTRiAL INDEMNITY COMPANY, 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
STIPULATION TO DISMISS ST. 
LUKE'S REGIONAL MEDICAL 
CENTER 
STIPULATION TO DISMISS ST. lUKE'S REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER - 1 
COMES NOW, Claimant, by and through her undersigned counsel of 
record, and Wood River Medical Center and Fremont Indemnity Company, by and 
through their undersigned counsel of record, and hereby stipulate that St. Luke's 
kJ i+~-t ~)Jl.iL>&lU!.. 
Regional Medical Center may be dismissed as a party to this action on the basis that 
1\ 
Claimant, at the time of her alleged exposure, was an employee of Wood River Medical 
Center and not St. Luke's Regional Medical Center. 
DATED thi~""day of June, 2003. 
~~ 
Stratton P. Laggis 
Attorney for Claimant 
DATED this 17 day of June, 2003. 
, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
By __ ~ __ ~~ ____________________ __ 
Alan K. Hull, Of the Firm 
A ttorneys for Defendants Fremont 
Indemnity Company and Wood River 
Medical Center 
STIPULATION TO DISMISS ST. LUKE'S REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER - 2 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
v. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
CAMBRIDGE INTEGRATED SERVICE, 
ADMINISTRATOR FOR FREMONT 
INDEMNITY COMPANY, SUCCESSOR 
IN INTEREST TO FREMONT INDUSTRIAL 
INDEMNITY COMPANY, 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
) 
) IC 00-030269 
) 
) 
) ORDER ON STIPULATION 
) 
) 
) 
) FILED ) 
) JUL - 2 2003 
) ) INDUSfRlAl COMMISSION 
) 
) 
) 
) 
On June 27, 2003, the parties filed a StipUlation to Dismiss S1. Luke's Regional Medical 
Center as a party in this case. The Referee having reviewed the file herein and being fully advised in 
the premises, 
HEREBY ORDERS that the Stipulation to Dismiss S1. Luke's Regional Medical Center 
is GRANTED. 
SO ORDERED. JI 
DATED in Boise, Idaho, on this l:: day of July, 2003. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
z:iiL -zt ~A 
Assistant Commission Secretary 
~~~ Douglas A. \ohue, Referee 
ORDER ON STIPULATION - 1 
II 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on af-daY of July, 2003, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
ORDER ON STIPULATION was served by regular United States Mail upon each of the following: 
Stratton P. Laggis 
P.O. Box 2195 
Ketchum, ID 83340 
AlanK. Hull 
P.O. Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707 
db 
ORDER ON STIPULATION - 2 
1~ 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
P. O. Box 7426 
Boise, 10 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull - ISB No.: 1568 
Attorneys for Defendants OR\G\NAL 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
MOTION TO SUBSTITUTE PARTY 
t'J 
(,11 ( ,~:, -.t.~: 
COME NOW the Defendants, by and through their undersigned counsel 
of record, and move to substitute the Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association for the 
Surety Fremont Compensation Insurance Company in the above-entitled matter on the 
MOTION TO SUBSTITUTE PARTY - 1 
basis and for the reason that Fremont Compensation Insurance Company is in 
liquidation and Fremont's obligations in this matter, to the extent provided for in the 
Insurance Guaranty Association Act, Idaho Code § 41-3601 through § 41-3621, has 
been assumed by the Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association. For that reason, the 
Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association is the proper party Defendant to be listed in 
addition to the employer. 
DATED this ;>J day of August, 2003. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
Bytk: 
Alan K. Hull, Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~day of August, 2003, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing MOTION TO SUBSTITUTE PARTY by delivering the same 
to each of the following attorneys of record, by the method indicated below, 
addressed as follows: 
Stratton P. Laggis 
P.O. Box 2195 
Ketchum, ID 83340 
MOTION TO SUBSTITUTE PARTY - 2 
(X] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
Alan K. Hull 
COP 
1 ILL LOCKYER 
ttomey General 
2 . DEAN FREEMAN 
ead Supervising Deputy Attorney General 
3 ........ .ru. ........... P. RlCHELSON 
ORIGlr~f1L fiLED 
upervising Deputy Attorney General 
YMOND B. JUE, State Bar No. 061656 
eputy Attorney General 
ISA W.CHAO, 
eputy Attorney General, State Bar No. 198536 
00 South Spring Street, Room 1702 
os Angeles, California 90013 
elephone: (213) 897-2480 
ax: (213) 897-5775 
JUL 0 2 2003 
ttomeys for Applicant Insurance Commissioner 
9 fthe State of California 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
INSURANCE COMMISSIONER OF THE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
Applicant, 
v. 
FREMONT INDEMNITY COMPANY, a 
California corporation, 
Respondent. 
Case No.: BS083582 
[PROPOSED] ORDER APPOINTING 
INSURANCE COMMISSIONER AS 
LIQUIDATOR AND RESTRAINING 
ORDERS 
Date: 
Time: 
Dept.: 
July 2, 2003 
9:30 a.m. 
86 
21 The veri fied Application of the Insuranc·e Commissioner of the State of California 
22 "Commissioner") for an Order Appointing Commissioner as Liquidator of Fremont Indemnity 
~ 
23 ompany ("Respondent") came on regularly for hearing in Department 86 of the Los Angeles 
24 
25 GOOD CAUSE APPEARING FROM THE COMMISSIONER'S VERIFIED 
26 PLICATION, THIS COURT MAKES THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS: 
27 
28 
1. 
2. 
Respondent is insolvent. 
It would be futile for the Commissioner to continue to proceed as Conservator of 
. .t.i'IIQ+lOSFO) ORDER. APPOrNTING rNSURANCE COMMISSIONER AS LIQUIDATOR 
AND RESTRAINING ORDERS 
1 
3 
4 
3. Respondent does not meet the requirements for issuance to it of a Certificate of 
4. There exist sufficient factual and legal grounds for the Commissioner to liquidate 
5 d wind up the business of Respondent in a manner consistent with the provisions of this Order. 
6 WHEREFORE, GOOD CAUSE APPEARING, THIS COURT MAKES THE 
7 OLLOWING ORDERS (for all purposes in this order, the term "Respondent~" wherever used 
8 d used in whatever context or reference, shall mean Respondent Fremont Indenmity Company 
9 d shall mean for all purposes, wherever used and in whatever context or reference, all the 
10 ollowing entities: the former Fremont Indemnity Company. Comstock Insurance Company. 
II remont Industrial Indemnity Insurance Company, Fremont Compensation Insurance Company, 
12 remont Casualty Company, and Fremont Pacific Insurance Company): 
13 1. The Commissioner'S status as Conservator is terminated, and he is appointed as 
14 iquidator of Respondent, as set forth in Insurance Code §1016, and directed as Liquidator to 
15 jquidate and wind up the affairs of Respondent, to conduct the business of Respondent, or so 
16 uch as thereof may seem appropriate. to payor defer payment of all proper claims and 
17 bligations against Respondent accruing prior to or subsequent to his appointment as Liquidator 
18 fRespondent and to act in all ways and exercise all powers necessary for the purpose of 
19 
20 2. The Liquidator is authorized to assume or reject, or to modify, any executory 
21 ontracts, including without limitation, any lease, rental or utilization contract or agreement 
22 including any schedule to any such contract or agreement), and any license or other arrangement 
23 or the use of computer software of business infonnation systems, to which Respondent is a party 
24 r as to which Respondent agrees to accept an assignment of such contract; the Liquidator is 
25 ireeted to effect any such assumption or rejection or modification of any executory contract not 
26 ater than 120 days of the date of the Order Appointing Conservator, unless such date is extended 
27 y application to and further order of this Court; all executory contracts that are not expressly 
28 sumed by the Liquidator shall be deemed rejected; any party to a contract that is rejected by the 
2 
tpROPOSBD] ORDER APPOINTING TNSURANca COMMISSIONER AS LIQUIDATOR 
AND RESTRAINING ORDERS 
I iquidator pursuant to this order shaH be pennitted to file a proof of claim against the liquidation 
2 state, whieh claim sh~l be treated in accordance with Insurance Code § 1010. et seq.; 
3 3. The Liquidator is authorized to take possession of all the assets of Respondent 
4 eluding books, records and property, both real and personal, accounts, safe deposit boxes, 
5 'ghts of action, and all such assets as may be in the name of Respondent, wheresoever situated; 
6 4. The Liquidator is vested with title to all property and assets of Respondent, 
7 neluding deposits, securities, contracts, rights of actions, books, records and other assets of 
8 very type and nature, and including both those presently in Respondent's possession and those 
9 hich may be discovered hereafter, wheresoever situated, and the Liquidator is authorized to 
10 eal with the same in his own name as Liquidator or in the name ofRcspondent, and all persons 
11 e enjoined from interfering with Liquidator's possession and title thereto; 
12 
13 
14 
15 
5. The Liquidator shall have all the powers of the directors, officers and managers of 
espondent, whose authorities are suspended except as such powers may be redelegated by the 
6. The Liquidator is authorized to terminate compensation arrangements with 
16 mployees, to enter into new compensation arrangements with employees, including 
17 gements containing retention incentives, and the Liquidator is authorized to hire employees 
18 n such tenns and conditions as he deems reasonable; 
19 7. Except upon the express authorization of the Liquidator, Respondent, its officers, 
20 irectors, agents and employees are enjoined from transacting any of the business of Respondent, 
21 hether in the State of California or elsewhere, or from disposing of, using, transferring, seIling, 
22 signing, canceling, alienating, hypothecating or concealing in any manner or any way, or 
23 sisting any person in any of the foregoing, of the property or assets of Respondent or property 
24 r assets in the possession of Respondent, of any nature or kind, including claims or causes of 
25 tion, until further order oftbis Court and further, such persons are enjoined from obstructing or 
26 nterfering with the Liquidator's conduct ofbis or her duties as Liquidator; 
27 8. All persons are enjoined from instituting or prosecuting or maintaining any action 
28 t law or suit in equity, including but not limited to actions or proceedings to compel discovery 
3 
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1 r production of documents or testimony and matters in arbitration. except in matters before 
2 ither the California Workers Compensation Appeals Board or equivalent administrative boards 
3 r organizations performing such functions in other states in which Respondent issued workers 
4 ompensation policies. against Respondent or against the Liquidator, and from attaching, 
5 xecuting upon, redeeming of or taking any other legal proceedings against any of the property 
6 r assets of Respondent, and from doing any act interfering with the conduct of said business by 
7 e Liquidator, except upon order from this Court obtained after reasonable notict to the 
8 iquidator; 
9 9. Respondent and all officers, directors, agents and employees of Respondent are 
10 irected to deliver to, and immediately make available to, the Liquidator all assets, books, 
11 ecords. accounts, records, infonnation, computers, tapes, discs, writings. other recordings of 
12 nformation, equipment and other property of Respondent, wheresoever situated, in said persons 
13 ustody or control and further, the aforesaid persons shall disclose verbally, or in writing if 
14 equested by the Liquidator, the exact whereabouts of the foregoing items if such items are not in 
15 he possession custody or control of said persons; 
16 10. All officers, directors, trustees, employees or agents of Respondent, or any other 
17 erson, finn, association, partnership, corporate parent, holding company, affiliate or other entity 
18 'n charge of any aspect of Respondent's affairs, either in whole or in part, and including but not 
19 imited to banks, savings and loan associations. financial or lending institutions, brokers, stock or 
20 utual associations, or any parent, holding company, subsidiary or affiliated corporation or any 
21 ther representative acting in concert with Respondent, are directed to cooperate with the 
22 iquidator in the performance of his or her duties; 
23 11. The Liquidator is authorized to pay for his costs in bringing and maintaining this 
24 etion, and such other actions as are necessary to carry out his functions as Liquidator (including 
25 easonable costs of operating Respondent such as direct and allocated direct costs, direct and 
26 llocated. general and administrative costs and overhead, and all other allocated costs), out of the 
27 nds and assets of Respondent; and if there are insufficient funds, to pay for his costs out of the 
28 nsurance Fund, pursuant to Insurance Code section 1035; 
4 
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1 12. All funds. assets, and accounts, including certificates of deposit, bank: accounts, 
d mutual fund shares, of Respondent, in various fmancial depositary institutions. including 
3 anks, savings and loan associations. industrial loan companies, mutual funds or stock 
rokerages, wheresoever situated, shall be vested in the Liquidator and subject to withdrawal 
5 pan his order only. This order does not convert funds held in a fiduciary capacity to general 
6 ssets of the Liquidator; 
7 13. An persons who maintain records for Respondent, pursuant to written contract or 
8 yother agreement, shall maintain such records and shall deliver to the Liquidator such records 
9 pon his request; 
10 14. All agents of Respondent and all brokers who have done business with 
11 espondent, are directed to make all remittances of all funds collected by them or in their hands 
12 irectly to the Liquidator. This obligation to remit collected funds is continuing in nature; 
13 15. All persons having possession of any lists of policyholders or escrow holders of 
14 espondent shall deliver all such lists to the Liquidator; and that all persons are enjoined from 
15 sing any such lists or any information contained therein without the consent of the Liquidator; 
16 16. The Liquidator is authorized to jnitiate such equitable or legal actions or 
17 roceedings in this or other states as may appear to him necessary to carry out his functions as 
18 
19 17. The LiqUidator is authorized to appoint and employ special deputies, estate 
20 anagers, other professionals, clerks and assistants and to give each of them such power and 
21 uthority as he may deem necessary, and the Liquidator is authorized to compensate these 
22 ersons from the assets of Respondent as he may deem appropriate; 
23 18. The Liquidator is authorized to divert, take possession of and secure all mail of 
24 espondent. in order to screen such mail. and to effect a change in the rights to use any and all 
25 ost office boxes and other mail collection facilities used by Respondent; 
26 19. Respondent and its officers, directors, agents, servants, employees, successors, 
27 signs, affiliates, and other persons or entities under their control and all persons or entities in 
28 ncert or participation with Respondent, and each of them, are directed to turn over to the 
5 
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1 iquidator all records, documentation, charts and/or descriptive materials of all funds, assets, 
2 roperty (owned beneficially or otherwise), and all other assets of Respondent wherever situated, 
3 d aU books and records of accounts, title documents and other documents in their possession or 
4 der their control, which relate, directly or indirectly to assets or property owned or held by 
5 espondent or to the business or operations of Respondent; 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
20. Except with leave of court issued after a hearing in which the Liquidator has 
eceived reasonable notice, all persons are enjoined from obtaining preferences, judgments, 
ttachments or other liens, or making any levy against Respondent or its assets or property, and 
om executing or issuing or causing the execution or issuance of any court attachment, 
ubpoena, replevin, execution or other process for the purpose of impounding or taking 
ossession of or interfering with or creating or enforcing a lien upon any property or assets 
wned or in the possession of Respondent or the Liquidator, wheresoever situated, and from 
oing any act interfering with the conduct of said business by the Liquidator; 
21. Except with leave of court issued after a hearing in which the Liquidator has 
15 eceived reasonable notice, all persons are enjoined from accelerating the due date of any 
16 bligation or claimed obligation; exercising any right of set-off; taking, retaining, retaking or 
17 ttempting to retake possession of any real or personal property; withholding or diverting any 
18 ent or other obligation; doing any act or other thing whatsoever to interfere with the possession 
19 f or management by the Liquidator of the property and assets, owned or controlled by 
20 espondent or in the posse,ssion of Respondent or in any way interfering with the Liquidator or 
21 0 interfere in any manner during the pendency of this proceeding with the exclusive jurisdiction 
22 f this Court over Respondent; 
23 
24 
22. 
23. 
All persons are enjoined from waste: of assets of Respondent; 
Any and all provisions of any agreement entered into by and between any third 
25 arty and Respondent, including by way of illustration. but not limited to, the following types of 
26 greements (as well as any amendments, assignments, or modifications thereto): financial 
27 uarantee bonds, promissory notes, loan agreements, security agreements, deeds of trust, 
28 ortgages, indemnification agreements, subrogation agreements, subordination agreements, 
6 
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1 ledge agreements, assignments of rents or other collateral, financial statements, letters of credit, 
2 eases, insurance policies, guaranties, escrow agreements, management agreements, real estate 
3 rokerage and rental agreements, servicing agreements, attorney agreements, consulting 
4 greements, easement agreements, license agreements, franchise agreements, or employment 
5 ontracts that provide in any manner that selection, appointment or retention of a conservator, 
6 iquidator, receiver or trustee by any court, or entry of any order such as hereby made, shan be 
7 eerned to be, or otherwise operate as a breach, violation, event of default, termination, event of 
8 issolution, event of acceleration, insolvency, bankruptcy, or liquidation shall be stayed, and the 
9 sertion of any and all rights and remedies relating thereto shall also be stayed and barred, 
10 xcept as otherwise ordered by this Court, and this Court shall retain jurisdiction over any cause 
II f action that has arisen or may otherwise arise under any such provision; 
12 24. The Liquidator is authorized, pursuant to Insurance Code § 1 037) subsection (g), 
13 0 invest and reinvest all assets in a manner he deems to be in the best interest ofthe creditors of 
14 e estate, including investing and reinvesting assets through an investment pool consisting 
15 xclusively of assets from other estates for which the Insurance Commissioner is the liqUidator. 
16 0 the extent that the Liquidator invests and reinvests through such an investment pool. such 
17 ·nvestments and re-investments may exceed $100,000. Further, the Liquidator may make 
18 nvestments or reinvestments in excess of $100,000, but not exceeding $5,000,000 per 
19 nvestment or reinvestment, without prior approval if such investments or reinvestments are 
20 ade pursuant to the investment guidelines of the Liquidator's Conservation & Liquidation 
21 ffice, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein 
22 y this reference. The Liquidator shall file quarterly reports of such investments in excess of 
23 100,000 (other than investments or reinvestments in an investment pool) with the Court, with 
24 otice to all persons on the service list, such reports to be filed within 60 days of the end of each 
25 
26 25. The Liquidator is authorized to pay as expenses of administration all expenses 
27 eretofore incurred by the Commissioner as Conservator which are presently unpaid, and the 
28 iquidator is authorized to pay, upon presentation, the full amount of any checks or drafts which 
7 
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1 ave been issued by him, in his capacity as Conservator, and which are outstanding; 
2 26. The Liquidator is authorized, pursuant to Insurance Code §l037. subsection (d), 
3 0 dispose of any property of Respondent by any commercially reasonable method, including, but , 
4 ot limited to, sales at public auctions or sales in bulk to the high bidder (provided at least three 
5 3) independent dealers in the kind of property sold are given notice of the opportunity to bid); 
6 27. All insurance policies issued by Respondent shall be terminated and canceled 
7 ffective thirty (30) days following the issuance of this order, and the Liquidator shall notify 
8 romptly all policyholders and all bail bond or other surety agents of such policy termination and 
9 ancellation by First Class Mail at the last known address of such policyholders; 
10 28. All prior injunctions and other orders of this Court, except to the extent expressly 
1 I odified herein, are reaffirmed and remain in full force and effect; all powers and authority 
12 anted to the Liquidator under this order are in addition to and not in limitation of the powers of 
13 he Liquidator under the Insurance Code and any other statutory or applicable case law; 
14 29. The rights and liabilities of claimants, creditors, shareholders, policyholders, 
15 scrow holders and all other persons interested in the assets of Respondent, including the State of 
16 alifornia, are fixed as of the date of the entry of this order; and 
17 30. Any and all claims against Respondent (except those policyholder claims already 
18 ending against Respondent, which are hereby deemed filed with the Liquidator, who shall 
19 aintain a list of such claims), including those which in any way affect or seek to affect any of 
20 he assets of Respondent, wherever or however such assets may be owned or held, must be filed 
21 y no later than June 30, 2004, (the "Claims Bar Date'" together with proper proofthereof, in 
22 ccordance with the provisions of Insurance Code § 1010, et seq., including, but not limited to 
23 § 1023, and any claim not filed by the Claims Bar Date is conclusively deemed forever waived. 
24 
25 
26 
27 ated: 
28 
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EXHIBIT A 
Objectives 
INSURANCE COMMISSIONER of the 
STATE of CALIFORNIA 
CONSERVATION & LIQUIDATION OFFICE 
INVESTMENT GUIDELINES 
To maintain safety of principal and to maximize available yield while assuming 
a minimum of risk through a balance of quality and diversification within· the 
investment portfolio. 
A. Safety 
Quality 
None of the Portfolio will be invested in flxed income securities rated below 
investment grade quality by Standard & Poor's, Moody's or by another 
nationally recognized statistical rating organization. Unrated securities may 
not be held. The minimum average market value weighted credit quality of 
securities in the Portfolio will be AA- by Standard & Poor's and Aa3 by 
Moody's or their equivalent. 
Commercial Paper will be rated no less than A 1 by Standard & Poor's or PI 
by Moody's. 
Sectors 
Permitted investments for the Portfolio shall include: 
1. Fixed income securities and other fIxed income obligations of any type 
which may be issued or guaranteed by (i) the U.S. and the agencies, 
instrumentalities, and political sub-divisions of the U.S., and (ii) U.S. 
corporations, trusts and special purpose entities. Such securities must 
be traded on exchanges or in over the counter markets in the U.S.. No 
emerging markets' securities are allowed. 
2. Repurchase agreements. 
Restrictions on permitted investments 
None of the Portfolio may be invested in foreign securities and in securities 
not denominated in U.S. dollars. Manager may not elect to hedge currency 
and/ or interest rate exposure. No speculative currency positions are 
permitted. 
All repurchase agreements will be transacted with counterparties approved 
by the Manager in accordance with its policies and procedures and terms 
and conditions set forth in the applicable Investment Management 
Agreement and any applicable Master Repurchase Agreement(s). 
No investment in interest only ("10"), principal only ("PO"), or inverse floater 
CMOs are permitted. The manager should only accept reasonable 
prepayment risk, consistent with the stated objectives of their respective 
funds. 
Derivatives, or financial investments containing derivatives, are not 
permitted, defined as options, forwards, futures and swaps. 
Investment transactions (i) which result in leverage or short sales and/ or (ii) 
with affiliates of the Manager, are not permitted. 
Diversification 
No more than 5 % of the Portfolio will be invested in the securities of any 
one issuer, other than those securities issued or guaranteed by the U.S. 
government, its agencies, and instrumentalities and refunded municipal 
issues (all of which may be held without limit). For the purposes of this 
guideline) asset backed and mortgage-related securities (not issued by the 
U.S. Government, its agencies or instrumentalities), issued by trusts and 
other special purpose entities, will be limited to· no more than 5 percent per 
issue, in addition to a common originator limit of no more than 20 percent. 
B. Maturity 
Portfolio duration will be maintained within a range of (+/-) six months of 
the index under normal market conditions. There will be no restriction on 
the duration. of any single security. Duration will be calculated adjusting for 
2 
any optionality in securities as well as adjusting for the expected 
prepayment level of mortgage-backed s~curity pools. 
C. Calculation of Returns 
Returns will be calculated in compliance with the Association for Investment 
Management and Research standards. 
D. General 
All percentage restrictions on Portfolio holdings will initially be evaluated at 
the time of purchase.. At any time thereafter, concentrations in eligible 
portfolio investments will not exceed the prescribed limit by more than one 
percent. 
Notwithstanding any provision to the contrary, Manager will not be required 
to sell any particular holding because a rating of a security is downgraded 
subsequent to purchase. However, Manage;r is required to notify the client 
in the event of a downgrade below investment grade. In the event a security 
is split rated, the lower rating will apply with respect to all portfolio 
percentage and quality restrictions. 
Investment personnel who will have input into or control over any 
investment decision on behalf of the Commissioner are required, if they 
have a beneficial interest in that security, to disclose in writing their 
beneficial interest and receive written authority from the Commissioner 
before an investment decision is made. 
E. Benchmark 
The benchmark for the Portfolio will be the Lehman 1·3 Gov / Credit A or 
better, (the "Index"). The objective of the Portfolio wfll be to maintain safety 
of principal and maximize available yield while assuming a minimum of risk 
through a balance of quality and diversification within the portfolio. 
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BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMM1SSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, ) 
) 
Claimant, ) IC 00-030269 
v. ) 
) 
WOOD RNER MEDICAL CENTER, ) ORDER ADDING PARTY 
) 
Employer, ) 
and ) 
) 
FREMONT COMPENSATION ) 
INSURANCE GROUP, ) FILE 0 
) SEP 1 5 2003 Surety, ) 
and ) INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION ) 
IDAHO INSURANCE ) 
GUARANTY ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
In response to Defendants' Motion to Substitute Party filed August 25, 2003, the 
Industrial Commission hereby ORDERS that Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association is added as 
successor in interest. 
DATED in Boise, Idaho, on this \~ay of September, 2003. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
A~b,~ 
Assistant Commission Secretary 
ORDER ADDING PARTY - 1 
33 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~ 
I hereby certify that on lS day of September, 2003, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
ORDER ADDING PARTY was served by regular United States Mail upon each ofthe following: 
Stratton P. Laggis 
P.O. Box 2195 
Ketchum, ID 83340 
AlanK. Hull 
P.O. Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707 
db 
ORDER ADDING PARTY - 2 
& HVLLLLP 
-t¥-I ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW 11; u 1/ ANDERSON 
Robert A. Anderson 
Brian K. Julian 
Alan K. Hull 
Chris H. Hansen 
Phillip J. Collaer 
Michael P. Stefanic 
Amy G. White 
Natalie C. Mendoza 
Randall L. Schmitz 
Jason G. Murray 
Justin P. Aylsworth 
Brett R. Hamm 
Mark D. Sebastian 
Daniel A. Nevala 
John L. Sullivan 
Paul J. Stark 
c. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208)344-5800 
Facsimile: (208)344-5510 
Kelley K. Fleming 
Robert M. Adelson 
e-mail: akhull@ajhlaw.com 
Web Site: www.ajhlaw.com 
With Attorneys Licensed to Practice in 
Idaho. AZ, CO, OR. PA, and TX 
Kenneth D. Nyman 
(of Counsel) 
Industrial Commission 
Attn: Commissioners 
317 Main Street 
Boise, 10 83720 
Re: I. C. No.: 00-030269 
October 7, 2003 
Knowlton v. Wood River Medical Center 
Our File No.: 65-334 
Dear Commissioners: 
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Enclosed herein please find a Motion to Stay Proceedings which is being filed 
in the above-captioned matter by the Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association. The 
Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association, by statute, is now responsible for worker's 
compensation benefits payable in those cases in which Fremont Indemnity Company, 
Fremont Compensation Insurance Company, and Fremont Industrial Indemnity 
Insurance Company were the sureties. As you can imagine, they have been 
swamped with the number of files they have taken over. They are therefore 
exercising their right which the Idaho legislature gave them in Idaho Code §41-3618 
to stay these proceedings in order to allow them time to review, organize, and take 
appropriate action in the files to resolve them or make the decision to proceed with 
litigation. The statute allows them to stay the matter until June 30, 2004. However, 
it is their fervent hope that they will be able to notify you of their desire to lift the stay 
by written waiver as quickly as possible so that the delay occasioned by the failure of 
Fremont is as short as humanly possible. 
The Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association understands that this can cause a 
hardship on claimants. Therefore, they will act with all due haste to bring this file to 
conclusion. Unfortunately, because of the number of files which they have taken over 
they have no choice but to assert their right under the statute and to move for the 
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stay. Should anyone have any questions concerning this matter they certainly should 
call me at any time. 
AKH:lss 
Enclosure 
cc: Stratton P. Laggis 
truly yours, 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
P. O. Box 7426 
Boise, 10 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull - ISB No.: 1568 
Attorneys for Defendants ORIGINAL 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
MOTION TO STAY PROCEEDINGS 
: ,-=) TJ 
,;;:;-
00 
COMES NOW the Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association, successor to 
Fremont Indemnity Company, Fremont Industrial Indemnity Company, and Fremont 
MOTION TO STAY PROCEEDINGS - 1 
31 
Compensation Insurance Company, by and through its undersigned counsel of 
record, and moves pursuant to Idaho Code § 41-3618 to stay these proceedings until 
no later than June 30, 2004. Said motion is based upon the Order Appointing 
Insurance Commissioner as Liquidator and Restraining Order, a copy of which is 
attached hereto as Exhibit A, which stays said proceedings until June 30, 2004. This 
motion is made in order to allow the Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association time to 
review the files it took over because of the insolvency of Fremont Indemnity Company, 
have time to get those files in order, and to attempt to settle those files which need to 
be settled. Said Motion is based upon the files of the Industrial Commission and 
Idaho Code § 41-3618. 
In making said Motion, the Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association 
represents to the Commission that it is not attempting to delay these proceedings for 
an unreasonable period of time or frustrate Claimant's needs any longer than is 
necessary to allow the Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association time to review, gain an 
understanding of, and to make those decisions which need to be made concerning the 
files. Pursuant to I.C. §41-3618, the stay shall last until no later than June 30, 2004, 
or until such time as the Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association provides written notice 
of its waiver of right to stay and its intent to proceed with the defense of the case, 
whichever date comes earlier. 
DATED this ~ day of October, 2003. 
MOTION TO STAY PROCEEDINGS - 2 
:~DECCAN & HULL LLP 
Alan K. Hull, Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this a day of October, 2003, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing MOTION TotrA Y PROCEEDINGS by delivering the same 
to each of the following attorneys of record, by the method indicated below, addressed as 
follows: 
Stratton P. Laggis 
P.O. Box 2195 
Ketchum, 10 83340 
MOTION TO STAY PROCEEDINGS - 3 
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u.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand-Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
Alan K. Hu" 
1 ILL LOCKYER 
ttomey General 
2 . DEAN FREEMAN 
ead Supervising Deputy Attorney General 
3 11L ... .u-U. .......... P. RlCHELSON 
ORIGlr~f11 fiLED 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
upervlsing Deputy Attorney General 
¥MOND B. JUE, State Bar No. 061656 
eputy Attorney General 
ISA W.CHAO, 
eputy Attorney General, State Bar No. 198536 
00 South Spring Street, Room 1702 
os Angeles, California 90013 
elephone: (213) 897-2480 
ax: (213) 897-5775 
JUL 0 2 20G3 
ttomeys for Applicant Insurance Commissioner 
9 f the State of California 
10 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
Case No.: BS083582 
INSURANCE COMMISSIONER OF THE 
COP 
14 STATE OF CALIFORNIA) rPROPO&ED] ORDER APPOINTING 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
v. 
INSURANCE COMMISSIONER AS 
Applicant, LIQUIDATOR AND RESTRAINING 
ORDERS 
FREMONT INDEMNITY COMPANY, a 
California corporation, 
Date; 
Time: 
Dept.: 
July 2,2003 
9:30 a.m. 
86 
Respondent. 
21 The verified Application of the Insurance Commissioner of the State of California 
22 "Commissioner") for an Order Appointing Commissioner as Liquidator of Fremont Indemnity 
23 ompany ("Respondent") came on regularly for hearing in Department 86 of the Los Angeles 
24 
25 GOOD CAUSE APPEARING FROM THE COMMISSIONER'S VERIFIED 
26 PLICATION, THIS COURT MAKES THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS: 
27 
28 
1. 
2. 
Respondent is insolvent. 
It would be futile for the Commissioner to continue to proceed as Conservator of 
. f,i'Ir: OPOSRD] ORDER APPOfNTING INSURANCE COMMISSIONER AS LIQUIDATOR 
AND RESTRAINING ORDERS 
UD 
1 
2 
3 
4 
3. 
uthority. 
4. 
Respondent does not meet the requirements for issuance to it of a Certificate of 
There exist sufficient factual and legal grounds for the Commissioner to liquidate 
5 d wind up the business of Respondent in a manner consistent with the provisions of this Order. 
6 WHEREFORE, GOOD CAUSE APPEARING, THIS COURT MAKES THE 
7 OLLOWING ORDERS (for all purposes in this order, the term "Respondent/' wherever used 
8 d used in whatever context or reference, shall mean Respondent Fremont Indemnity Company 
9 d shall mean for all purposes, wherever used and in whatever context or reference, all the 
10 ollowing entities: the fonner Fremont Indemnity Company, Comstock Insurance Company, 
11 remont Industrial Indemnity Insurance Company, Fremont Compensation Insurance Company, 
12 remont Casualty Company, and Fremont Pacific Insurance Company): 
13 1. The Commissioner's status as Conservator is terminated, and he is appointed as 
14 iquidator of Respondent, as set forth in Insurance Code §1016, and directed as Liquidator to 
15 iquidate and wind up the affairs of Respondent, to conduct the business of Respondent, or so 
16 uch as thereof may seem appropriate, to payor defer payment of all proper claims and 
17 bligations against Respondent accruing prior to or subsequent to his appointment as Liquidator 
18 f Respondent and to act in all ways and exercise all powers necessary for the purpose of 
19 
20 2. The LiqUidator is authorized to assume or reject, or to modify, any executory 
21 ontracts, including without limitation, any lease, rental or utilization contract or agreement 
22 including any schedule to any such contract or agreement), and any license or other arrangement 
23 or the use of computer software of business information systems, to which Respondent is a party 
24 r as to which Respondent agrees to accept an assignment of such contract; the Liquidator is 
25 irected to effect any such assumption or rejection or modification of any executory contract not 
26 ater than 120 days of the date of the Order Appointing Conservator, unless such date is extended 
27 y application to and further order of this Court; all executory contracts that are not expressly 
28 ssumed by the Liquidator shall be deemed r~ected; any party to a contract that is rejected by the 
2 
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ut 
1 iquidator pursuant to this order shall be pennitted to file a proof of claim against the liquidation 
2 state, which claim sh~l be treated in accordance with Insurance Code § 1010, et seq.; 
3 3. The Liquidator is authorized to take possession of all the assets of Respondent 
4 eluding books, records and property, both real and personal. accounts, safe deposit boxes, 
5 . ghts of action, and all such assets as may be in the name of Respondent. wheresoever situated; 
6 4. T~e Liquidator is vested with title to all property and assets of Re~ondent, 
7 neluding deposits, securities, contracts, rights of actions, books. records and other assets of 
8 very type and nature, and including both those presently in Respondent's possession and those 
9 hieh may be discovered hereafter, wheresoever situated, and the Liquidator is authorized to 
10 eal with the same in his own. name as Liquidator or in the name ofRcspondent, and all persons 
11 e enjoined from interfering with Liquidator's possession and title thereto; 
12 
13 
14 
15 
5. The Liquidator shall have all the powers of the directors, officers and managers of 
espondent, whose authorities are suspended except as such powers may be redelegated by the 
6. The Liquidator is authorized to terminate compensation arrangements with 
16 mployees, to enter into new compensation arrangements with employees, including 
17 gements containing retention incentives, and the Liquidator is authorized to hire employees 
18 n such terms and conditions as he deems reasonable; 
19 7. Except upon the express authorization of the Liquidator, Respondent, its officers, 
20 irectors, agents and employees are enjoined from transacting any of the business of Respondent, 
21 hether in the State of California or elsewhere, or from disposing of, using, transferring, selling, 
22 signing, canceling, alienating, hypothecating or concealing in any manner or any way, or 
23 sisting any person in any of the foregoing, of the property or assets of Respondent or property 
24 r assets in the possession of Respondent, of any nature or kind, including claims or causes of 
25 cHon, until further order ofthis Court and further, such persons are enjoined from obstructing or 
26 nterfering with the Liquidator'S conduct ofms or her duties as Liquidator; 
27 8. All persons are enjoined from instituting or prosecuting or maintaining any action 
28 t law or suit in equity, including but not limited to actions or proceedings to compel discovery 
3 
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1 r production of documents or testimony and matters in arbitration, except in matters before 
2 ither the California Workers Compensation Appeals Board or equivalent administrative boards 
3 r organizations performing such functions in other states in which Respondent issued workers 
4 ompensation policies, against Respondent or against the Liquidator, and from attaching, 
5 xecuting upon, redeeming of or taking any other legal proceedings against any of the property 
6 r assets of Respondent, and from doing any act interfering with the conduct of said business by 
7 e Liquidator, except upon order from this Court obtained after reasonable notict to the 
8 iquidator; 
9 9. Respondent and all officers, directors, agents and employees of Respondent are 
10 irected to deliver to, and immediately make available to, the Liquidator aU assets, books, 
11 cords, accounts, records, infonnation, computers, tapes, discs, writings, other recordings of 
12 "nfonnation, equipment and other property of Respondent, wheresoever situated, in said persons 
13 ustody or control and further, the aforesaid persons shall disclose verbally, or in writing if 
14 equested by the Liquidator, the exact whereabouts of the foregoing items ifsuch items are not in 
15 he possession custody or control of said persons; 
16 10. All officers, directors. trustees, employees or agents of Respondent, or any other 
17 erson, firm, association, partnership, corporate parent, holding company. affiliate Or other entity 
18 n charge of any aspect of Respondent's affairs, either in whole or in part, and including but not 
19 imited to banks, savings and loan associations, financial or lending institutions, brokers, stock or 
20 utual associations, or any parent, holding company, subsidiary or affiliated corporation or any 
21 ther representative acting in concert with Respondent, are directed to cooperate with the 
22 iquidator in the performance of his or her duties; 
23 11. The Liquidator is authorized to pay for his costs in bringing and maintaining this 
24 etion, and such other actions as are necessary to carry out his functions as Liquidator (including 
25 easonable costs of operating Respondent such as direct and allocated direct costs, direct and 
26 llocated general and administrative costs and overhead, and an other allocated costs), out of the 
27 nds and assets of Respondent; and if there are insufficient funds, to pay for his costs out of the 
28 nsurance Fund, pursuant to Insurance Code section 1035; 
4 
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1 12. All funds, assets, and accounts, including certificates of deposit, bank accounts, 
2 d mutual fund shares, of Respondent, in various fmandaI depositary institutions, including 
3 anks, savings and loan associations, industrial loan companies. mutual funds or stock 
4 rokerages, wheresoever situated, shall be vested in the Liquidator and subject to withdrawal 
5 pan his order only. This order does not convert funds held in a fiduciary capacity to general 
6 ssets of the Liquidator; 
7 13. All persons who maintain records for Respondent, pursuant to written contract or 
8 yother agreement, shall maintain such records and shall deliver to the Liquidator such records 
9 pon his request; 
10 14. All agents of Respondent and all brokers who have done business with 
11 espondent, are directed to make all remittances of all funds collected by them or in their hands 
12 irectly to the Liquidator. This obligation to remit collected funds is continuing in nature; 
13 15. All persons having possession of any lists of policyholders or escrow holders of 
14 espondent shall deliver all such lists to the Liquidator; and that all persons are enjoined from 
15 sing any such lists or any information contained therein without the consent of the Liquidator; 
16 16. The Liquidator is authorized to initiate such equitable or legal actions or 
17 roceedings in this or other states as may appear to him necessary to carry out his functions as 
18 iquidator; 
19 17. The LiqUidator is authorized to appoint and employ special deputies, estate 
20 anagers, other professionals, clerks and assistants and to give each of them such power and 
21 uthority as he may deem necessary, and the Liquidator is authorized to compensate these 
22 ersons from the assets of Respondent as he may deem appropriate; 
23 18. The Liquidator is authorized to divert, take possession of and secure all mail of 
24 espondent, in order to screen such mail, and to effect a change in the rights to use any and all 
25 ost office boxes and other mail collection facilities used by Respondent; 
26 19. Respondent and its officers, directors, agents, servants, employees, successors, 
27 ssigns, affiliates, and other persons or entities under their control and all persons Dr entities in 
28 ncert or participation with Respondent. and each of them, are directed to turn over to the 
5 
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1 iquidator all records, documentation. charts and/or descriptive materials of all funds, assets, 
2 roperty (owned beneficially or otherwise), and all other assets of Respondent wherever situated, 
3 d all books and records of accounts, title documents and other documents in their possession or 
4 der their control, which relate, directly or indirectly to assets or property owned or held by 
5 espondent or to the business or operations of Respondent; 
6 20. Except with leave of court issued after a hearing in which the Liquidator has 
7 eceived reasonable notice, all persons are enjoined from obtaining preferences, judgments, 
8 ttachments or other liens, Dr making any levy against Respondent Dr its assets Dr property, and 
9 am executing or issuing or causing the execution or issuance of any court attachment, 
10 ubpoena, replevin, execution Dr other process for the purpose of impounding Dr taking 
1 I ossession of or interfering with or creating or enforcing a lien upon any property or assets 
12 wned or in the possession of Respondent or the Liquidator, wheresoever situated, and from 
13 Ding any act interfering with the conduct of said business by the Liquidator; 
14 21. Except with leave of court issued after a hearing in which the Liquidator has 
15 eceived reasonable notice, all persons are enjoined from accelerating the due date of any 
16 bligation or claimed obligation; exercising any right of set-off; taking, retaining, retaking or 
17 ttempting to retake possession of any real or personal property; withholding or diverting any 
18 ent Dr other obligation; doing any act or other thing whatsoever to interfere with the possession 
19 f or management by the Liquidator of the property and assets, owned or controlled by 
20 espondent or in the posse:ssion of Respondent or in any way interfering with the Liquidator or 
21 0 interfere in any manner during the pendency of this proceeding with the exclusive jurisdiction 
22 f this Court over Respondent; 
23 
24 
22. 
23. 
All persons are enjoined from waste of assets of Respondent; 
Any and aU provisions of any agreement entered into by and between any third 
25 arty and Respondent, including by way of illustration, but not limited to, the following types of 
26 greements (as well as any amendments. assignments, or modifications thereto): financial 
27 uarantee bonds, promissory notes, loan agreements, security agreements, deeds of trust, 
28 ortgages. indemnification agreements, subrogation agreements, subordination agreements, 
6 
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1 ledge agreements, assignments of rents or other collateral, financial statements, letters of credit, 
2 eases, insurance policies, guaranties, escrow agreements, management agreements, real estate 
3 rokerage and rental agreements, servicing agreements. attorney agreements, consulting 
4 greements, easement agreements, license agreements, franchise agreements. or employment 
5 ontracts that provide in any manner that selection, appointment or retention of a conservator, 
6 iquidator. receiver or trustee by any court, or entry of any order such as hereby made, shan be 
7 eemed tD be, Df otherwise operate as a breach, violation, event of default, tennination, event of 
8 issolution, event of acceleration, insolvency, bankruptcy, or liquidation shall be stayed, and the 
9 sertion of any and all rights and remedies relating thereto shall also be stayed and barred, 
10 xcept as otherwise ordered by this Court, and this Court shan retain jurisdiction over any cause 
11 f action that has arisen or may otherwise arise under any such provision; 
12 24. The Liquidator is authorized, pursuant to Insurance Code § 1 037, subsection (g), 
13 0 invest and reinvest all assets in a manner he deems to be in the best interest of the creditors of 
14 e estate, including investing and reinvesting assets through an investment pool consisting 
15 xclusively of assets from other estates for which the Insurance Commissioner is the liquidator. 
16 0 the extent that the Liquidator invests and reinvests through such an investment pool, such 
17 'nvestments and re-investments may exceed $100,000. Further, the Liquidator may make 
18 nvestments or reinvestments in excess of $ 100,000, but not exceeding $5,000,000 per 
19 nvestInent or reinvestment, without prior approval ifsuch investments or reinvestments are 
20 ade pursuant to the investment guidelines of the Liquidator'S Conservation & Liquidation 
21 ffice, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein 
22 y this reference. The Liquidator shall file quarterly reports of such investments in excess of 
23 100,000 (other than investments or reinvestments in an investment pool) with the Court, with 
24 otice to all persons on the service list, such reports to be filed within 60 days ofthe end of each 
25 
26 25. The LiqUidator is authorized to pay as expenses of administration all expenses 
27 eretofore incurred by the Commissioner as Conservator which are presently unpaid, and the 
28 iquidator is authorized to pay, upon presentation, the full amount of any checks or drafts which 
7 
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1 ave been issued by him, in his capacity as Conservator, and which are outstanding; 
2 26. The Liquidator is authorized, pursuant to Insurance Code §1037. subsection (d), 
3 0 dispose of any property of Respondent by any commercially reasonable method, including, but. 
4 ot limited to, sales at public auctions or sales in bulk to the high bidder (provided at least three 
5 3) independent dealers in the kind of property sold are given notice of the opportunity to bid)~ 
6 27. All insurance policies issued by Respondent shall be tenninated and canceled 
7 ffective thirty (30) days following the issuance of this order, and the Liquidator shall notify 
8 romptlyall policyholders and all bail bond or other surety agents of such policy termination and 
9 ance/lation by First Class Mail at the last known address of such pOI:icYholders; 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
28. All prior injunctions and other orders of this Court, except to the extent expressly 
odified herein, are reaffirmed and remain in full force and effect; all powers and authority 
anted to the Liquidator under this order are in addition to and not in limitation of the powers of 
e Liquidator under the Insurance Code and any other statutory or applicable case law; 
29. The rights and liabilities of claimants, creditors, shareholders, policyholders, 
15 scrow ho Iders and all other persons interested in the assets of Respondent, including the State of 
16 alifornia, are fixed as of the date of the entry of this order; and 
17 30. Any and all claims against Respondent (except those policyholder claims already 
18 ending against Respondent, which are hereby deemed filed with the Liquidator. who shall 
19 aintain a list of such claims), including those which in any way affect or seek to affect any of 
20 he assets of Respondent, wherever or however such assets may be owned or held. must be filed 
2 I y no later than June 30, 2004, (the "Claims Bar Date"), together with proper proof thereof, in 
22 ccordance with the provisions of Insurance Code § 10lD, et seq., including, but not limited to 
23 1023, and any claim not filed by the Claims Bar Date is conclusively deemed forever waived. 
24 
25 
26 
27 ated: 
28 
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EXHiBIT A 
Objectives 
INSURANCE COMMISSIONER of the 
STATE of CALIFORNIA 
CONSERVATION & LIQUIDATION OFFICE· 
INVESTMENT GUIDELINES 
To maintain safety of principal and to maximize available yield while assuming 
a minimum of risk through a balat:lce of quality and diversification within· the 
investment portfolio. 
A. Safety 
Quality 
N one of the Portfolio will be invested in flxed income securities rated below 
investment grade quality by Standard & Poor's, Moody's or by another 
nationally recognized statistical rating organization. Unrated securities may 
not be held. The minimum average market value weighted credit quality of 
securities in the Portfolio will be AA- by Standard & Poor's and Aa3 by 
Moody's or their equivalent. 
Commercial Paper will be rated no less than Al by Standard & Poor's or PI 
by Moody's. 
Sectors 
Permitted investments for the Portfolio shall include: 
1. Fixed income securities and other flxed income obligations of any type 
which may be issued or guaranteed by (i) the U.S. and the agencies, 
instrumentalities, and political sub-divisions of the U.S., and (ii) U.S. 
corporations, trusts and special purpose entities. Such securities must 
be traded on exchanges or in over the counter markets in the U.S.. No 
emerging markets' securities are allowed. 
2. Repurchase agreements. 
Restrictions on pennitted investments 
None of the Portfolio may be invested in foreign securities and in securities 
not denominated in U.S. dollars. Manager may not elect to hedge currency 
and/ or interest rate exposure. No speculative currency positions are 
permitted. 
All repurchase agreements will be transacted with counterparties approved 
by the Manager in accordance with its policies and procedures and terms 
and conditions set forth in the applicable Investment Management 
Agreement and any applicable Master Repurchase Agreement(s). 
No investment in interest only ("'IO't), principal only crPO"), or inverse floater 
CMOs . are permitted. The manager should only accept reasonable 
prepayment risk, consistent with the stated objectives of their respective 
funds. 
Derivatives, or financial investments containing derivatives, are not 
permitted, defined as options, forwards, futures and swaps. 
Investment transactions (i) which result in leverage or short sales and/ or (ii) 
with affiliates of the Manager, are not permitted. 
Diversification 
No more than 5 % of the Portfolio will be invested in the securities of any 
one issuer, other than those securities issued or guaranteed by the U.S. 
government, its agencies, and instrumentalities and refunded municipal 
issues (all of which may be held without limit). For the purposes of this 
guideline, asset backed and mortgage-related securities (not issued by the 
U.8. Government, its agencies or instrumentalitiesL issued by trusts and 
other special purpose entities, will be limited to' no more than 5 percent per 
issue, in addition to a common originator limit of no more than 20 percent. 
B. Maturity 
Portfolio duration will be maintained within a range of (+ /-) six months of 
the index under normal market conditions. There will be no restriction on 
the duration. of any single security. Duration will be calculated adjusting for 
2 
any optionaiity in securities as well as adjusting for the expected 
prepayment level of mortgage-backed s~curity pools. 
C. Calculation of Returns 
Returns will be calculated in compliance with the Association for Investment 
Management and Research standards. 
D. General 
All percentage restrictions on Portfolio holdings will initially be evaluated at 
the time of purchase. At any time thereafter, concentrations in eligible 
portfolio investments will not exceed the prescribed limit by more than one 
percent. 
Notwithstanding any provision to the contrary, Manager will not be required 
to sell any particular holding because a rating of a security is downgraded 
subsequent to purchase. However, Manag~r is required to notify the client 
in the event of a downgrade below investment grade. In the event a security 
is split rated, the lower rating will apply with respect to all portfolio 
percentage and quality restrictions. 
Investment personnel who will have input into or control over any 
investment decision on behalf of the Commissioner are required, if they 
have a beneficial interest in that security, to disclose in writing their 
beneficial interest and receive written authority from the Commissioner 
before an investment decision is made. 
E. Benchmark 
The benchmark for the Portfolio will be the Lehman 1-3 Gov I Credit A or 
better, (the "Indexll The objective of the Portfolio will be to maintain safety 
of principal and maximize available yield while assuming a minimum of risk 
through a balance of quality and diversification within the portfolio. 
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BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, ) 
) 
Claimant, ) Ie 00-030269 
v. ) 
) 
WOOD RNER MEDICAL CENTER, ) ORDER GRANTING STAY 
) 
Employer, ) 
and ) 
) 
FREMONT COMPENSATION ) F I LED 
INSURANCE GROUP, ) 
NOV - 6 2003 ) 
Surety, ) INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
and ) 
) 
IDAHO INSURANCE ) 
GUARANTY ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
Defendant Idaho Insurance Guaranty Association (Association) filed a Motion to Stay 
Proceedings, accompanied by Exhibit A, in the above-entitled matter on. They seek an order 
from the Commission staying all proceedings in this matter until June 30, 2004, pursuant to 
Idaho Code § 41-3618. Association states Defendant Surety was placed in liquidation by the 
Superior Court of the State of California for the County of Los Angeles (Court) effective July 2, 
2003, and that the Court had issued an Order Appointing Insurance Commissioner as Liquidator 
and Restraining Orders. 
Claimant did not respond to Association's Motion. 
ORDER GRANTING STAY -1 
In accordance with the provisions of Idaho Code § 41-3618, Defendant Association's 
Motion to Stay Proceedings is GRANTED. Said Stay will expire on June 30, 2004, the last day 
fixed by the Court for the filing of claims. 
r&/ 
DATED in Boise, Idaho, on thisL day of November, 2003. 
nohue, Referee 
~,~ A' C l{s sSlstant OffillllSSlOn ecretary 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~ 
I hereby certify that on the ~ day of November, 2003, a true and correct copy of 
ORDER GRANTING STAY was served by regular United States mail upon each of 
the following: 
Stratton P. Laggis 
P.O. Box 2195 
Ketchum, ID 83340 
AlanK. Hull 
P.O. Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707 
db 
ORDER GRANTING STAY - 2 
Christ T. Troupis, ISB No. 4549 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICE 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
Post Office Box 1367 
Meridian, ID 83680 
Tel: 208-288-0500 
Fax: 208-288-0400 
Attorney for Claimant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, ) 
) 
Claimant, ) 
) 
~ ) 
) 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
FREEMONT COMPENSATION ) 
INSURANCE COMPANY, ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
Defendants, ) 
IC No.: 00%0269 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION 
OF COUNSEL 
_,_i 
ORIGINAL 
Claimant, Leisa Knowlton, hereby substitutes Christ T. Troupis in place of D. Scott 
Summer as her counsel in the above-captioned case. 
Christ T. Troupis hereby enters his appearance as counsel of record for Claimant Leisa 
Knowlton. Request is hereby made that all pleadings and correspondence be forwarded to 
Claimant's couns1the address listed ab eo/ Dated: August , 2005. / / 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL 
SUBSTITUTION OF ATTORNEYS 
Substitution of counsel is hereby accepted. 
Dated: August 5 ,2005. 
Christ T. Troupis 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY certify that on August ~, 2005, I caused to serve a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing Notice of Appearance in the above referenced case by first class U.S. mail, postage 
prepaid, upon the following: 
Matthew Pappas 
Anderson, Julian & Hull, LLP 
PO Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707-7426 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL 2 
i:I ... _ _ 8' • 
.. • • • • 1 ~:'. 
.. ... _--....... / 
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Christ T. Troupi!!; ISB No. 4549 
TROUPIS LAW OFFJ,CE 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
Post Office Box t:~67 
Meridian, ID 83680 
Tel: 208-288-0500 
Fax: 208-288-0400 
Attorney/or Claimant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESJAKNOWLTON, ) 
) 
Claimant, ) 
) 
v. ) 
) 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
FREEMONT COMPENSATION ) 
INSURANCE COMPANY, ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
Defendants, ) 
Ie No.: 00-130269 
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 
COMES NOW Claimant Leiss Knowlton, by and through counsel, and pursuant to Idaho 
Rule of Civil Procedure 26 (c) hereby moves the Commission to enter a protective order in favor 
of Claimant protecting her from the unreasonable, wanton and oppressive medical discovery 
practices and demands of counsel for the Defendants herein. 
Specifically, counsel for Defendants has scheduled Claimant to attend an Independent 
Medical Examination in San Diego~ California, requiring her to fly with several connecting 
flights and stay in hotels. Defense has chosen Dr. Munday to act as their independent medical 
examiner. Defense counsel has ,not indicated how San. Diego could be a "reasonable ... placeO" 
CLAIMANT'S MOTION FOR 
ORDER OF PROT.ECTION 
Y--
r 
m 
o 
09/15/2005 15:42 TROUPIS LAW OFFICE PAGE 04/04 2El8288El4 
as required by Idaho Code §72-433, nor has defense counse.l shown that the mode of travel they 
demand of Claimant is rea$onable. 
Claimant has specifically indicated to defense counsel the medical problems tbat make 
counsel's demands unreasonable. Defense counsel chooses to ignore or diSCOlU1t Clirirnant's 
medical difficulties. This is not reasonable and endangers the health of the Claimant. 
Therefore~ Claimant asks ibe Commission to enter an order protecting her from the 
discovery demands oftbe Defendants in this matter and order that the Defendants either provide 
safe and reasonable travel accornmodations~ require their medical examiner to travel to Idaho or 
order some other appropriate relief so that this claim litigation may timely go fo.rward. 
Dated: September 16, 2005 
Christ T. TroUplS 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY certifY that on September ~, 2005, I caused to serve a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing Motion. for Protective Order in the above referenced case by first class U.S. mail, 
postage prepaid, upon the following: 
Matthew Pappas 
Anderson, Julian & Hull; LLP 
POBox 7426 
Boise, 10 83707-7426 
CLAIMANT'S MOTION FOR 
ORDER OF PROTECTION 2 
Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull- ISB No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
MOTION TO COMPEL 
CLAIMANT'S ATTENDANCE AT 
IME AND REQUEST FOR 
TELEPHONE CONFERENCE 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLAIMANT'S ATTENDANCE AT IME AND REQUEST FOR TELEPHONE 
CONFERENCE- 1 
COME NOW the Defendants, by and through their undersigned counsel of 
record, and move the Commission for an Order Compelling Claimant to attend an 
independent medial examination pursuant to Idaho Code § 72-433 1 Idaho Rule of Civil 
Procedure 35(a) and Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure VII and IX. The 
examination is presently scheduled for September 30, 2005 1 in San Diego l California 
with Dr. Stephen Munday. Defendants have made all arrangements for travel I lodging 
and other expenses. 
This motion is brought on the grounds that Claimant l s counsel has noted that 
Claimant is unwilling to fly or drive herself to San Diego. This Motion is based upon 
the documents and pleadings on file herein and upon the Memorandum in Support 
thereof filed contemporaneously herewith. 
Defendants request that a telephone conference be scheduled to expedite this 
matter. L1 
'qb-. 
DATED this 1 __ day of September l 2005. 
. appas l Of the Firm 
or Defendants 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLAIMANT'S ATTENDANCE AT IME AND REQUEST FOR TELEPHONE 
CONFERENCE- 2 
CERTIFICATE O~rSERVICE 
/c(~ I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day of September, 2005, I served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing MOTION TO COMPEL CLAIMANT'S ATTENDANCE 
AT IME by delivering the same to each of the following, by the method indicated 
below, addressed as follows: 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS & SUMMERS, CHTD. 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, Idaho 83680 
[~ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ J Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLAIMANT'S ATTENDANCE AT IME AND REQUEST FOR TELEPHONE 
CONFERENCE- 3 
Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull, ISB No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO COMPEL 
CLAIMANT'S ATTENDANCE AT 
IME 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO COMPEL CLAIMANT'S 
ATTENDANCE AT IME- 1 
/' 
COME NOW the Defendants, by and through their undersigned counsel of 
record, and hereby submit this Memorandum in Support of Motion to Compel: 
I. 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
Claimant alleges an occupational exposure toxic sulfuric acid fumes causing 
injury resulting in chronic cough, dsypnea, RADs, hyperactive airway, laryngospasm, 
dysfunctional larynx and epigastric reflux. See Claimant's Amended Complaint 
(5/9/03). As a result of the exposure and alleged injuries, she contends she is entitled 
to payment of all related medical benefits, compensation for lost wages, permenant 
partial impairment and disability. Id. The alleged date of injury or onset is September 
12, 2000. Id. Defendants have admitted that Claimant was exposed to low levels of 
sulfuric acid fumes; however, at most she would have suffered only minor irritation to 
her lungs. See Defendants' Answer to Amended Complaint (6/9/03). Defendants 
deny Claimant was injured to the extent that she alleges and that adequate benefits 
have been extended to date. Id. The extent of Claimant's PPI or PPD, in any, is in 
dispute, as is the question of apportionment for pre-existing conditions. Id. 
Defendants have retained Dr. Stephen W. Munday of San Diego, California to 
act as an expert witness and to perform a physical examination of Claimant. Dr. 
Munday is a board certified specialist in occupational medicine and medical toxicology. 
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See Affidavit of Matthew O. Pappas, Exhibit "A." On June 6, 2005, Claimant's 
counsel was notified that Defendants were interested in scheduling the IME of 
Claimant in August, 2005 and a number of potential dates were proposed. See 
Pappas Affidavit, Exhibit "B." Claimant's counsel failed to respond to the June 6TH 
correspondence and Defendants sent counsel another letter on July 7, 2005, 
requesting that he respond within ten days as to which August dates were acceptable. 
See Pappas Affidavit, Exhibit "C." 
On August 8, 2005, Defendants received a Notice of Substitution of Counsel, 
explaining that Mr. Troupis, of the same office was taking over Mr. Summer's cases. 
See Notice of Substitution of Counsel (8/5/05). On August 19, 2005, Defendants' 
counsel received a voicemail message from Mr. Summer, stating that Claimant was 
unable to fly or drive herself to an IME and suggesting that her friend could drive her to 
San Diego in a hypoallergenic motor home or Dr. Munday could come to Idaho to 
perform the examination. See Pappas Affidavit, 1 5. 
In light of the numerous delays and unreasonable proposed travel alternatives, 
Defendants scheduled an IME with Dr. Munday on September 30, 2005. See Pappas 
Affidavit, Exhibit "D." All travel arrangements have been made and they are such that 
Claimant does not have to do any driving of her own. Defendants' contend that there 
have been no "travel" restrictions issued preventing Claimant from attending the IME 
by any of her treating physicians. Therefore, Defendants request that the Commission 
order Claimant to attend the IME as scheduled. 
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II. 
ARGUMENT AND AUTHORITY 
A. Claimant should be compelled to attend the medical evaluation as 
scheduled. 
The fundamental purpose of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and the federal 
counterparts is to "secure the just, speedy and inexpensive determination of every 
action and proceeding." I.R.C.P. 1 (a). To that end, discovery enables all parties to an 
action to evaluate realistically the other side's position and not to "be left to grope 
blindly in the dark." Morse/Diesel, Inc. v. Fidelity & Deposit Co. of Maryland, 122 
F.R.D. 447, 450 (1988). The rules are designed to narrow and clarify the issues and 
to give the parties mutual knowledge of all relevant facts thereby preventing surprise. 
Schelak v. White Motor Co., 581 F.2d 1155, 1159 (5th Cir. 1978)(citing Hickman v. 
Taylor, 329 U.S. 495 (1947)). This purpose is reflected in the Industrial Commission's 
command that the Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure are to be construed 
"liberally to secure the just, speedy, and economical determination of all issues." 
J.R.P. 1. The discovery rules were precisely designated to prevent a "trial by 
ambush." Stoddardv. Ling-Temco-Vought, Inc., 513 F. Supp. 314, 324 (C.D. Cal. 
1980). 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 35(aL which is identical to its federal counterpart, 
explains that: 
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"When the mental or physical condition (including the blood group) of a 
party, or of a person in the custody or under the legal control of a party, 
is in controversy, the court in which the action is pending may order the 
party to submit to a physical or mental examination by a physician, or a 
qualified mental health professional as defined in section 6-1901, Idaho 
Code, excluding nurses, if the mental, emotional, or psychological 
condition of a party is at issue, or to produce for examination the person 
in the party's custody or legal control. The order may be made only on 
motion for good cause shown and upon notice to the person to be 
examined and to all parties and shall specify the time, place, manner, 
conditions, and scope of the examination and the person or persons by 
whom it is to be made." 
IRCP 35(a). The above Rule of Procedure was specifically incorporated into Idaho's 
workers compensation law in § 72-433, which states: 
"After an injury or contraction of an occupational disease and during the 
period of disability the employee, if requested by the employer or ordered 
by the commission, shall submit himself for examination at reasonable 
times and places to a duly qualified physician or surgeon. The employee 
shall be reimbursed for his expenses of necessary travel and subsistence 
in submitting himself for any such examination and for loss of 
wages, if any." 
I.C. § 72-433(1). IRCP 35(a) and I.C. § 72-433 work hand in hand to ensure that the 
employer and surety in workers compensation cases have an adequate opportunity to 
investigation claims raised by an injured employer. There is no question in the present 
matter that Claimant's alleged condition entitles Defendants to submit her to a physical 
examination. 
Claimant's allegation that she cannot fly or travel in anything other than a 
hypoallergenic motor home is without foundation or medical support. On September 
28, 2004, Defendants took Claimant's deposition and the possibility of a medical 
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evaluation in San Diego was specifically discussed. See Pappas Affidavit, Exhibit liE", 
p. 225, L1. 7-22. She noted that it was her preference that she would rather fly than 
have someone drive her to San Deigo. Id. There is no mention in her testimony that 
she was (or ever has been) restricted from flying. 
Claimant's contention that she cannot drive herself is also not based upon 
medical restrictions. She discuss during the September, 2004 deposition that when 
she traveled from Idaho to Utah to treat with her physicians there, she usually had one 
of her family members do the driving. See id. at pp. 171-172. However, the medical 
record reflects no specific restriction that she cannot drive. In fact, Claimant 
acknowledged that she often does drive herself, and it is the traffic that she worries 
about more than the exhaust fumes. Id. Interestingly enough, Claimant drove herself 
to the September 28, 2004 deposition. 
Notwithstanding Claimant's allegation that she cannot drive herself, Defendants 
made transportation arrangements for Claimant which do not require her to drive 
herself to and from the airport and the doctor's office in San Diego. Adequate per 
diem funds will be provided to ensure that Claimant make take advantage of taxis and 
shuttles. She will be required to do no driving of her own. 
B. Defendants will be prejudiced if Dr. Munday is not allowed to examine 
Claimant. 
Claimant is alleging complex and extensive injuries resulting from a possible 
exposure to a sulfuric acid based cleaner. She has been treating by a number of 
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physicians in multiple specialties, including an allergist, pulmonologist and ear, nose 
and throat specialists. The complexity of the situation requires that she be evaluated 
by a physician whose background can address all of her ailments. As previously 
noted, Dr. Munday is board certified in occupational medicine and toxicology. The 
approximate number of other physicians holding similar credentials is extremely limited. 
Forcing Defendants to use local or regional physicians would require retaining three or 
four different doctors to accomplish the same result. 
Claimant suggested that Defendants ask Dr. Munday to travel to Boise for an 
examination here. The expense of doing so is not cost effective. Additionally, Dr. 
Munday will not have access to similar facilities and equipment, which again would 
necessitate having Claimant examined by other professionals. 
III. 
CONCLUSION 
Based upon the foregoing, Defendants respectfully request that the Commission 
order Claimant to attend the medical examination scheduled for September 30, 2005, 
in San Diego, California. 
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I_I 
DATED this J!!1;; of September, 2005. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL L P 
By ______ ~-+~~~--~_+~--------
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this l1t%tay of September, 2005, I served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLAIMANT ATTENDANCE AT IME by delivering the same to each of the 
following, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS & SUMMERS, CHTD. 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, Idaho 83680 
~ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
] Hand-Delivered 
] Overnight Mail 
] Facsimile 
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Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull, ISB No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
A ttorneys for Defendants 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW O. 
PAPPAS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
TO COMPEL CLAIMANT'S 
ATTENDANCE AT IME 
AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW O. PAPPAS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO COMPEL 
CLAIMANT'S ATTENDANCE AT IME- 1 
State of Idaho 
ss: 
County of Ada 
Matthew O. Pappas, having been first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: 
1. That the statements contained herein are your Affiant's own 
personal mind and are true and correct to the best of his 
information. 
2. That your Affiant is an attorney duly licensed to practice law 
within the state of Idaho and is a member of the law firm of 
Anderson, Julian & Hull LLP, attorneys for Defendants in the 
above-entitled action. 
3. That attached hereto is Exhibit "A" is a true and correct copy of 
Dr. Stephen W. Munday's curriculum vitae. 
4. That attached hereto is Exhibit liB" is a true and correct copy of 
Defendants' June 6, 2005, letter to Claimant's counsel notifying 
him of available IME dates in August, 2005. 
5. That attached hereto is Exhibit "c" is a true and correct copy of 
Defendants' July 7, 2005, letter to Claimant's counsel requesting 
that he respond within ten (10) days as to which August dates 
were acceptable. 
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6. That on August 19, 2005, I received a voicemail message from 
Scott Summer stating that Claimant was unable to fly or drive 
herself to an IME and suggesting that her friend could driver her to 
San Diego in a hypo allergenic motor home or Dr. Mundy could 
come to Idaho to perform the examination. 
7. That attached hereto is Exhibit "0" is a true and correct copy of 
Defendants' letter of August 26, 2005, informing Claimant's 
counsel that the IME had been scheduled for September 30,2005, 
and that a travel itinerary will follow. 
8. That attached hereto is Exhibit liE" is a true and correct copy of 
Claimant's September 28, 2004, deposition transcript. 
FURTHER your Affiant saith naught. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to bef e me this ay of September, 2005. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ([tit 
HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 1~Y of September, 2005, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW O. PAPPAS IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLAIMANT'S ATTENDANCE AT IME by delivering the same to 
each of the following, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS & SUMMERS, CHTD. 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, Idaho 83680 
[ ~ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ J Overnight Mail 
[ J Facsimile 
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CURRICULUM VITAE 
STEPHEN W. MUNDAY, M.D., M.P.H., M.S. 
California Medical License: G064907 
I. PERSONAL INFORMATION 
Date of Birth
Place of Birth: Milton, Florida 
Social Security Number: 
Professional address and telephone: 4510 Viewridge Avenue 
II. PRESENT POSITION 
Staff Physician, 
San Diego, California 92123 
858-492-3950 
Chief of Preventi ve and Environmental Medicine, 
Chief of Occupational Travel Services, 
Department of Occupational Health Services, 
Sharp-Rees-Stealy Medical Group, San Diego, CA 
Attending Physician, California Poison Control System 
San Diego Division July 2000 - present 
III. EDUCATION 
Universi ty: University of Florida / Florida State University 
Bachelor of Science in Biology - May 1984 
Medical School: University of Florida 
Doctor of Medicine - May 1987 
Internship : Internal Medicine, Naval Hospital, Oakland, CA - July 1987 - June 1988 
Residency: General Preventive Medicine 
Lorna Linda University - July 1993 - January 1994 
University of California, San Diego - January 1994 - June 1995 
Chief Resident: July 1995 to August 1996 
Master of Public Health - Concentration: Occupational Health 
San Diego State University - August 1996 
Master of Science in Environmental Toxicology 
University of California, Irvine - December 1997 
Residency: Occupational and Environmental Medicine 
University of California, Irvine - July 1997 - June 1998 
Fellowship: Medical Toxicology 
University of California, San Diego - July 2000 - June 2002 
IV. BOARD CERTIFICATION / MEDICAL LICENSURE 
Diplomate, National Board of Medical Examiners, February 1988 
Part I: 645 Part II: 655 Part III: 710 
Diplomate, American Board of Preventi ve Medicine 
certified in Public Health and General Preventive Medicine, January 1997 
Core Exam: 705 Specialty Exanl: 720 
certified in Occupational Medicine, January 2000 
Core Exam: 839 Specialty Exam: 864 
certified in Medical Toxicology, December 2002 
Qualified Medical Examiner 
V. HONORS AND AWARDS 
Navy Commendation Medal - December 1992 
VI. MILITARY SERVICE 
Intern - July 1987 - June 1988 
Naval Hospital, Oakland, California 94627 
Battalion Surgeon - August 1988 to December 1989 
First Battalion, Seventh Marine Regiment 
First Marine Division (REIN), FMF 
Camp Pendleton, California 92055 
Regimental Surgeon - November 1989 to August 1990 
Seventh Marine Regiment 
First Marine Division (REIN), FMF 
Camp Pendleton, California 92055 
Battalion Surgeon - December 1989 to August 1990 
Combat Engineers Battalion 
First Marine Division (REIN), FMF 
Camp Pendleton, California 92055 
Senior Medical Officer - September 1990 to December 1992 
Branch Medical Clinic, Naval Hospital 
Millington, Tennessee 38054-5201 
VII. PROFESSIONAL AND SOCIETY MEMBERSHIPS 
American Medical Association - 1987 to present 
ACOEM - 1994 to present 
American Public Health Association - 1995 to present 
VIII. ADDITIONAL PROFESSIONAL TRAINING AND CERTIFICATIONS 
U.S. Navy Medicine in the Tropics Course, July - Aug 1990 
Medical Review Officer 
certified, May 1995 
American Society of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene 
Qualified in Tropical and Travel Medicine, November 1996 
IX. CLINICAL EXPERIENCE 
Mission Park Urgent Care 
Non-emergency acute care 
130 Cedar Road 
Vista, California 92083 
Pri - Med 
Emergency Department staff for local 
hospitals on nights and weekends. 
6263 Popular A venue, Suite 700 
Memphis, Tennessee 38119 
Med First Urgent Care 
Non-emergency acute care 
2900 Kirby Road 
Memphis, Tennessee 38119 
Mission Park Urgent Care 
Non-emergency acute care 
130 Cedar Road 
Vista, California 92083 
Occu - Care 
Occupational primary care 
15707 East Valley Boulevard 
City of Industry, California 91744 
German Medical Group 
Occupational primary care 
125 South 6th Ave 
City of Industry, California 91746 
November 1989 to July 1990 
November 1990 to November 1992 
March 1990 to December 1992 
January 1993 to July 1993 
July 1993 to January 1994 
January 1994 to May 1995 
Children's Hospital, San Diego, CA July 1996 to Dec 1997 
Medical Director of Occupational Health and Safety 
PUBLICATIONS 
Dendrotoxin poisoning in a neurobiochemist. J Toxicol Clin Toxicol. 2003;41(2): 163-5. 
Tear Gas And Pepper Spray. Toxicology Secrets: Questions You Will Be Asked on Rounds, in 
the ED and on Bedside Oral Exams. Philadelphia, Hanley & Belfus, 2001 
Hydrogen Sulfide. Poisoning & Drug Overdose 4th Edition. San Francisco, McGraw-Hill, 2004 
Furniture Manufacturing. Occupational, Industrial and Environmental Toxicology 2nd Edition. 
Philadelphia, Mosby, 2001 
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Robert A. Anderson 
Brian K. Julian 
Alan K . Hull 
Chris H. Hansen 
Phillip J. Collaer 
Michael P . Stefanic 
Amy G. White 
Randall L. Schmitz 
Justin P. Aylsworth 
Kenneth D. Nyman 
(of Counsel) 
Paul J. Stark 
Matthew O. Pappas 
Henry C. Rudolph 
Jedd K. Jones 
Brian 1. Coffey 
Todd M. Joyner 
Glenda M. Talbutt 
Rachael M. O ' Bar 
D. Scott Summer 
TROUPIS & SUMMER, CHTD. 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, Idaho 83680 
June 6,2005 
Re: Knowlton v. Wood River Medical Center 
Our File No.:65-334 
Dear Mr. Summer: 
c. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208)344-5800 
Facsimile: (208)344-5510 
e-mail: ajh(@.ajhlaw.com 
Web Site: www.ajhlaw.com 
With Attorneys Licensed to Practice in 
Idaho, AZ, CA, CO, OR, and PA 
We would like to have your client examined by Dr. Stephen W. Munday in 
San Diego, California. Dr. Munday is a medical doctor and also a toxicologist 
specializing in occupational exposure . He is board certified in public health in 
general health preventive medicine, occupational medicine and medical toxicology. 
He has informed us that he has the following available dates to conduct his 
examination: 
Friday, August 5, 2005 
Friday, August 12, 2005 
Friday, August 19, 2005 
Friday, August 26, 2005 
The firm will, of course, make all necessary travel and lodging arrangements 
and provide your client with per diem and time loss reimbursement. Dr. Munday 
would like to begin his examination at 9:00 a.m., and therefore we would arrange 
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to have your client to travel to San Diego the Thursday before and return either 
Friday night or Saturday morning. 
Please consult with your client and let us know which date is the most 
convenient for her. I would appreciate it if you could let me know as soon as 
possible which date works best since Dr. Munday's schedule is extremely busy and 
is constantly changing. 
Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. 
Very truly yours, 
Alan K. Hull 
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ArrORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW 
Robert A. Anderson 
Brian K. Julian 
Alan K. Hull 
Chris H. Hansen 
Phillip J . Collaer 
Michael P. Stefanic 
Amy G. White 
Randall L. Schmitz 
Justin P. Aylsworth 
Kenneth D. Nyman 
(of Counsel) 
Paul J. Stark 
Matthew O. Pappas 
Henry C. Rudolph 
Jedd K. Jones 
Brian J. Coffey 
Todd M. Joyner 
Glenda M. Talbutt 
Rachael M. 0' Bar 
D. Scott Summer 
TROUPIS & SUMMER, CHTD. 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, Idaho 83680 
July 7,2005 
Re: Knowlton v. Wood River Medical Center 
Our File No. :65-334 
Dear Mr. Summer: 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208)344-5800 
Facsimile: (208)344-5510 
e-mail : ajh@ajhlaw .com 
Web Site: www.ajhlaw.com 
With Attorneys Licensed to Practice in 
Idaho, AZ, CA , CO, OR, and PA 
I forwarded to you a letter on June 6, 2005, regarding scheduling an 
independent medical examination by Dr. Stephen Munday of your client on either 
August 5, 12, 19, or 26 th • My assistant and I have been attempting to reach you 
since then to determine whether any of those dates are available for your client to 
travel to San Diego. I would appreciate it if you could get back to me within the 
next ten (10) days as Dr. Munday's schedule is extremely busy and I can not 
guarantee the August dates will remain open. 
As you know, Idaho Code §72-433 allows the employer to submit an injured 
employee to a medical examination upon the condition that the employer/surety 
reimburse them for the costs and expenses of attending the examination. Our firm, 
will of course, pay for all travel and lodging and provide a per diem for the trip to 
San Diego. Should I not hear from you within the next ten (10) days, I will be 
forced to file a Motion asking the Commission to suspend the proceedings until the 
medical examination can be performed pursuant to Idaho Code §72-433. 
July 7, 2005 
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Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. 
Very truly yours, 
Matthew O. Pappas 
MOP:dgs 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW 
Robert A. Anderson 
Brian K. Julian 
Alan K. Hull 
Chris H. Hansen 
Phillip J. Collaer 
Michael P. Stefanic 
Amy G. White 
Randall L. Schmitz 
Justin P. Aylsworth 
Kenneth D. Nyman 
(of Counsel) 
Mark D. Sebastian 
Paul 1. Stark 
Matthew O. Pappas 
Brian 1. Coffey 
Todd M. Joyner 
Glenda M. Talbutt 
Rachael M. O'Bar 
Rob J. Perucca 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS & SUMMER, CHTD. 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, Idaho 83680 
August 26, 2005 
Re: Knowlton v. Wood River Medical Center 
Our File No. :65-334 
Dear Mr. Troupis: 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208)344-5800 
Facsimile: (208)344-5510 
e-mail: ajh@ajhlaw.com 
Web Site: www.ajhlaw.com 
With Attorneys Licensed to Practice in 
Idaho. AZ, CA, CO, OR, and PA, 
In follow up to my most recent letter notifying you of the IME scheduled 
with Dr. Monday in San Diego, California on September 30, 2005, enclosed please 
find a copy of the travel itinerary for your client. As you can see, Ms. Knowlton is 
scheduled to depart from Boise on Thursday, September 29, 2005 at 2:00 p.m. 
She will arrive in San Diego at 7: 14 p.m. We have arranged lodging at the Holiday 
Inn located at 3805 Murphy Canyon Road, San Diego, California. The Holiday Inn 
has a airport shuttle which will come to the airport and transport Ms. Knowlton to 
the hotel. Their telephone number is (858) 278-9300. Your client is scheduled to 
return home at 9:40 a.m. on Saturday, October 1, 2005. The Holiday Inn informs 
us that their shuttle does run on the weekend. As a result, we are including 
adequate funds in the per diem check to cover travel to the airport on Saturday. 
We will forward a check for daily expenses for food and travel of $55.00, 
for a total of $165.00. However, if you can provide me with the total mileage for 
husband to travel to and from and Boise to bring her on the 29th and pick her up on 
the 151 , I can add that amount into the check and then only have to issue one 
expense reimbursement check. 
August 26, 2005 
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Please feel free to contact Alan or I if you have any questions or concerns. 
MOP:dt 
Enclosure 
Very truly yours/ 
Matthew O. Pappas 
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THE DEPOSITION OF LESIA KNOWLTON was taken 
2 on behalf of the Defendants at the offices of 
3 STRATTON P. LAGGIS, 128 Saddle Road, Ketchum, 
4 Idaho at 10:30 on September 28, 2004, before 
5 Diana Kilpatrick, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
6 and Notary Public within and for the State of 
7 Idaho, in the above-entitled matter. 
8 APPEARANCES: 
9 For Plaintiff: 
10 Stratton P. Laggis Law Office 
11 BYMR. STRATTONP. LAGGIS 
12 128 Saddle Road 
13 P.O. Box 2195 
14 Ketchum, Idaho 83340 
15 
16 For Defendant: 
17 Anderson, Julian & Hull 
18 BY MR. ALAN K. HULL 
19 250 S. 5th Street, Suite 700 
20 P.O. Box 7426 
21 Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
22 
23 
24 
25 
Page 141 
1 I EX 
2 TESTIMONY OF LESIA KNOWLTON PAGE 
3 Examination By Mr. Hull 
4 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
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LESIA KNOWLTON, 
First duly sworn to tell the truth relating 
to Said cause, testified as follows: 
EXAMINATION 
MR. HULL: Let record reflect that this 
is the time and place agreed to by the parties 
for the continuation of the oral deposition of 
Lesia Knowlton. The record should further 
reflect that since the last deposition, the Idaho 
Insurance Guaranty Association has been 
substituted as party/defendant for Fremont 
Compensation Insurance Group. 
Mrs. Knowlton, you understand you're 
still under oath here today, same as before. Do 
you understand that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Are you still at the same address you 
were a year ago when we were together last? 
A. Yes. 
Q. When was the last time you had medical 
care of any type? 
A. I had a followup checkup with 
Dr. Carveth on, I believe, the 3rd of August. 
Q. Is that the only time you have seen her t &) 
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1 since we were together on 23rd,2003? 
2 A. No. I see her every six months for 
3 followup care. 
4 Q. SO you've seen her twice since your 
5 last deposition? 
6 A. Yes. I believe I have a pulmonary 
7 functions test every February, and a followup in 
8 August. 
9 Q. During the pulmonary functions test in 
10 February, were you given a methacholine 
11 challenge? 
12 A. Yes. 
13 Q. And do you know what the results were? 
14 A. I don't know how you would specify the 
15 results, but they hadn't changed any from the 
16 fIrst three that had been done. 
17 Q. That was related to you by Dr. Carveth? 
18 A. Yes. 
19 Q. Has she changed your medications in any 
20 way? 
21 A. She has decreased my Prednisone from 10 
22 milligrams tablets to 5 milligram tablets, and 
23 the medical doctor in Hailey Medical Clinic that 
24 I've been seeing has changed -- it's the 
25 Prilosec, and he changed it to Nuprium, 
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1 (phonetic) I think. I'm not absolutely positive, 
2 but the Prilosec had quit working on the acid 
3 reflux, so I had to have a change. 
4 Q. Who do you see in Hailey Medical 
5 Clinic? 
6 A. Dr. Frank Batcha. 
7 Q. How do you spell his last name? 
8 A. B-a-t-c-h-a. 
9 Q. Has anyone, since we were together last 
10 time, done any type of endoscopic examination of 
11 your esophagus, your stomach? 
12 A. I had a surgical procedure done by 
13 Dr. Batcha, because of the acid reflux that I was 
14 still getting. 
[5 Q. When was the surgical procedure done? 
[6 A. I had two of them done. The fIrst one 
.7 was scheduled, I think the 23rd of June. And the 
8 
9 
o 
next one was, like, a month later. 
Q. Both in 2004? 
A. Yes. Just this last year. 
1 Q. What was done during these procedures? 
2 A. The fIrst one, nothing was done. They 
3 attempted to put the scope down, and because of 
4 the spasmic activity of my reactive air way, they 
5 couldn't get the scope through my throat, so they 
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1 had to totally Ie the whole thing and put 
2 me completely just to get scope in. 
3 Q. SO basically, you were just scoped? 
4 A. Yes. Just scoped to look to see, and 
5 biopsies were taken and no cancerous forms were 
6 there. 
7 
8 
9 
Q. Were there any indications given to you 
that you had verus esophagus? 
A. I don't know what that is. 
10 Q. That's a precancerous pitting ofthe 
11 esophageal lining. It can lead to the 
12 adenocarcinoma of the esophagus, of which they 
13 were concerned about. 
14 A. I don't know. I know they took 
15 biopsies of the esophagus. 
16 Q. Has anyone suggested to you that you 
17 undergo an arthroscopic procedure in which your 
18 stomach lining will be pulled up and a pouch 
19 created to stop the gurge? 
20 A. He said that is a possibility if this 
21 medication doesn't continue to control the acid, 
22 that we will have to go back in and explore that 
23 option. 
24 Q. Did he advise you there two surgeons 
25 doing that surgery in Boise? 
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1 A. No. Not that I know of. 
2 Q. And you haven't been referred to a 
3 surgeon who does that? 
4 A. No. 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
Q. Is the new medication controlling your 
gurge? 
A. So far, yes, it's working pretty good. 
Q. Are you refluxing at all? 
A. Oh, yeah. I have, like, reflux periods 
every day. 
Q. What seems to trigger it, besides -- I 
assume you're no longer eating frenchfries? 
A. I don't eat anything. Well, as it 
triggers it, that gets added to the list of 
things that I can't eat. Things that trigger 
16 it -- sometimes later in the day. Sometimes it 
17 gets worse if I haven't eaten much of anything 
18 during the day and I've been real active. I 
19 drink coffee in the evenings or the afternoons, 
20 and coffee seems to be a really bad stimulant of 
21 that, so I've tried to eliminate that, but the 
22 warm liquid seems to make my throat feel better, 
23 so it's kind of a matter of worst of two evils. 
24 Q. Have you tried other warm liquids, such 
25 as broth or tea? 
··1 
I 
.1 
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1 A. Tried the tea. Don :: much for the 1 AI lOW for positive, but I don't 
2 broth. I have several different teas. 2 think so. 
., Q. Do they trigger your reflux? 3 Q. Did he indicate to you, following the .J 
4 A. Yeah. Sometimes the teas are even 4 scope in the summer of 2004, seeing any scarring 
5 worse, depending on how long you steep the teas. 5 in your throat? 
6 The Chinese teas don't seem to be as bad, but 6 A I don't know. 
7 those are hard to come by. I've tried some of 7 Q. He didn't tell you that? 
8 the homeopathic teas, and they're sti1l-- 8 A I was out of it when I came out of the 
i 9 Q. Wby do you drink the coffee in the 9 surgery, and then I had a followup, like, a week 
--J .-
1 0 afternoon? 10 later. 
l 11 A. I don't drink coffee in the afternoon a 11 Q. In the followup visit, did he report 12 lot, but if I am doing meetings or lectures, or 12 any scarring? 
13 something like that where I'm around other 13 A I don't remember. 
14 people, it's kind of a social thing. If I'm 14 Q. Did he report seeing any abnormalities 
15 doing lectures, or helping with first-aid classes 15 in your -- from your mouth down to your stomach, 
16 or something, if I have to talk a lot, my throat 16 the top of your stomach? 
l 17 gets really dry and it hurts, and the warm liquid 17 A There were abnormalities because he .- 18 seems to feel better, more so than water. 18 took biopsies, but I don't recall, you know. He 
19 Q. How many times did your esophagus get 19 said that the things he did see he's never seen 
-] 20 scoped since 2000? 20 before in all the scopes he's done. The inside 21 A The scope Dr. Batcha did this summer, I 21 of my stomach looks like -- or the outside, top 
22 know for sure it was scoped, and when I first 22 of my stomach looks like lesions. He took 
23 went to the University of Utah, the Ear, Nose and 23 biopsies of it and they came back noncancerous, 
24 Throat office did -- I don't think they went 24 but he didn't know what they were from. 
25 clear into my esophagus. I think they were only 25 Q. Do you know whether he sent those to a 
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J 
1 looking at my larynx and my vocal chords, but 1 major medical center for study? 
2 they did send a scope in the procedure room up my 2 A. Yes. He sent them to the pathologist 
3 nose and down the back of my throat. 3 department at Magic Valley Regional Medical 
j 4 Q. As part of the speech pathologist -- 4 Center. 5 A. Pardon me? 5 Q. Did he send the biopsy reports and the 
6 Q. Do you recall the first time you went 6 films of the scope to, say, a gastroenterology 
i 7 there, you were referred to the speech 7 clinic to get their opinions? 
J 8 pathologist department. This was part of that? 8 A. I don't have any idea. 
9 A. Yes. 9 Q. When are you scheduled to see him 
j 10 Q. And they found that your larynx was in 10 again? 11 spasm? 11 A. I see him on an as-needed basis, and as 
12 A Yes. 12 of November, he will be in Iraq. 
13 Q. Have you had any spasms in your larynx 13 Q. He's in the Reserve? 
14 that you're aware of? 14 A. He's in the National Guards, yes. 
15 A. Spasms in my larynx? 15 Q. Have you seen any other physicians or 
16 Q. Yes. Where you have a high-pitched 16 health care providers since we were together a 
17 voice, such as you had. 17 year agent? 
18 A. Oh, that happens all the time. 18 A. Dr. Carveth and Dr. Batcha and my 
19 Q. What triggers that? 19 dentist, and then I have a chiropractor that I 
20 A Mostly chemically induced. Perfumes, 20 see. 
21 potpourri, hospitals, disinfectant cleaners. 21 Q. And who is your chiropractor? 
22 Q. What is Dr. Batcha's speciality? 22 A. Her name is Sue Phillips. 
23 A. I believe Dr. Batcha is just an M.D. 23 Q. And where is Dr. Phillips? 
24 Q. He's not a gastroenterologist or 24 A. She's in Twin Falls. 
25 otolaryngologist? 25 Q. Why do you see her? 
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1 A. I started seeing her ipped 
2 and fell and dislocated my and she also 
3 has put me on some different homeopathic 
4 vitamins. 
5 Q. When did you dislocate your shoulder? 
6 A. That was July 3rd, not this last 
7 summer, but the summer before, so it would have 
8 been '03. 
9 Q. Where were you when this occurred? 
lOA. In front of the grocery store. I 
11 tripped and fell. 
12 Q. Now, the emergency room report 
13 indicates you were running. Were you running? 
14 A. Yes. 
15 Q. And this was in Fairfield? There's a 
16 store there, right beside -- right across from 
17 the Soldier Mountain Road? 
18 A. The one's not a store any longer, but 
19 yes, used to be. 
20 Q. SO you were at the --
21 A. Market Basket. 
22 Q. Why were you running? 
23 A. My niece had put gas in the car for me 
24 and forgot to put the gas cap on the car, and as 
25 we pulled up on the road it rolled off. I wasn't 
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1 at a dead run. I was just trotting up the side 
2 of the road and tripped over my own two feet. 
3 Q. You were running after a gas cap? 
4 A. I was going to pick it up, yes. 
5 Q. Which shoulder was dislocated? 
6 A. I can't even remember for positive now. 
7 I think it was my left shoulder. 
8 Q. When was the last time you saw 
9 Dr. Phillips? 
lOA. I just saw her a week ago. 
11 Q. Why? 
l2 A. I had -- it was a followup treatment 
[3 from tripping with the laundry basket. I tripped 
l4 on my ankle, and fell and lit on the laundry 
. 5 basket. 
Q. Let's get back to the shoulder, which 
was a year ago. How many chiropractic 
adjustments did you have for your shoulder? 
A. I don't know, because it was several 
6 
7 
8 
9 
o months after the injury, and it still just wasn't 
1 healing right. And that's why I went to her, 
2 because I'd gone in and been examined, and they 
3 said it's not broke but there wasn't anything 
::t. they could do for it. 
5 Q. Who treated you for the shoulder before 
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1 you saw her? 
2 A. It was the emergency room doctor in 
3 Gooding, is where I went. 
4 Q. Anywhere else? 
5 A. I think I had a followup, possibly, 
6 with Lara Thomas, a nurse practitioner. 
7 Q. Did you ever see an orthopedic surgeon? 
8 A. No. It was Lara who suggested maybe I 
9 see a surgeon, and so I tried the chiropractor 
10 first, trying to avoid invasive procedures. 
11 Q. In that chiropractic treatment, was 
12 your spine manipulated? 
13 A. Yes. 
14 Q. And was your shoulder manipulated? 
15 A. Yes. 
16 Q. How many times? 
17 A. I don't know. I saw her once a week 
for several weeks. 18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
Q. Do you have any problems with that 
shoulder now? 
A. No. 
Q. And you can't remember which one it is? 
A. Yes. Well, it wasn't -- it was just 
that I couldn't pick anything up or lift 
anything, and it was the muscles that were 
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1 actually dislocated. 
2 Q. You couldn't lift from ground floor, or 
3 from shoulder height and above? 
4 A. When I would go from shoulder height 
5 and above I'd feel a grinding sensation, popping 
6 sensation. 
7 Q. And that's cleared up? 
8 A. Urn-hum. 
9 Q. Say yes. 
10 A. Yes. 
11 Q. That's all right. And you then tripped 
12 and fell doing laundry? 
13 A. Urn-hum. 
14 Q. Is that a yes? 
15 A. Yes . 
16 Q. Where were you when you were doing 
17 that? 
18 A. I was coming in from the backyard with 
19 a laundry bucket, and I stepped in a hole, and it 
20 twisted my ankle and I fell down. 
21 Q. SO you were going down to hang your 
22 laundry on a line? 
23 A. Yes. 
24 Q. When did that occur? 
25 A. I don't know the dates for sure, but 
I 
'1 
l 
"1 
J 
J 
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1 I'm guessing August, August some time. 
2 Q. Of'04? 
3 A. Yes. 
4 Q. Which ankle? 
5 A. It was my right ankle. 
6 Q. And what kind of treatment has she 
7 given you for your ankle? 
8 A. Well, mostly when I fell, I lit on --
9 it was a big bucket, and I lit on it, and it was 
10 my back was out in my thoracic, and she adjusted 
11 my knee -- my knee and my hip and my ankle, 
12 because it pulled all the tendons and muscles in 
13 there. 
14 Q. SO she was manipulating your ankle? 
15 A. The muscles. 
16 Q. And your knee? 
17 A. And my knee. 
18 Q. And you've seen Dr. Wright, your 
19 dentist? 
20 A. Yes. 
21 Q. On how many occasions? 
22 A. Since we met last, I think maybe twice. 
23 Q. Have you had any more root canals? 
24 A. I just had two caps put on, but the one 
25 tooth is not a root canal. The tooth broke off. 
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1 I was biting something hard and the tooth broke 
2 off, so he capped that tooth. Then he did a root 
3 canal, I think in the back, and changed the crown 
4 in my back tooth. 
5 Q. An existing crown? 
A. Yes. 
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1 not a 
2 Q. about your grandfather? Did he 
3 have a lot of dental work? 
4 A. No. My grandfather didn't have a whole 
5 lot of dental work at all, but he had brown teeth 
6 from the iron in the water when he was little. 
7 Q. Did he have many teeth left when he got 
8 older? 
9 A. Yes. They all still looked like baby 
10 teeth. 
11 Q. All right. Any other health care since 
12 we were together last? 
13 A. Just regular followups with Dr. Batcha 
14 regarding this acid reflux, and my checkups with 
15 Dr. Carveth. I've switched from going to the 
16 nurse practitioner to Dr. Batcha because I'm on a 
17 lot of medication. Dr. Carveth suggested that r 
18 have an M.D. instead of a nurse practitioner. 
19 Q. When did you start with Dr. Batcha? 
20 A. Probably been about six, eight months 
21 ago. 
22 Q. The first time Dr. Batcha tried to 
23 scope you, did he give you LV. Versed? 
24 A. They gave me something in the LV. so 
25 that I was still conscious enough to swallow but 
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1 unable to --
2 Q. Care? 
3 A. Yes. 
4 Q. And they still couldn't get it in? 
5 A. No. They said the muscles kept 
6 spasming on the tube. 6 
7 
8 
9 
Q. How many siblings do you have? 7 Q. Even with the Versed, or whatever it 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
A. Siblings? 8 was? 
Q. Brothers and sisters. 9 A. I gagged every time they'd put it in 
A. I have one sister surviving, and one 10 there. I still had a gag reflex. They couldn't 
sister that's deceased, and three brothers. 11 numb the gag reflex. 
Q. Are they older, younger, or mixed? 12 Q. SO the second time, was it done in a 
A. They are all younger. I'm the oldest. 13 hospital? 
Q. Do you know how many of them have 14 A. Both of them were done in a hospital, 
crowns? 15 in the surgery room. The second time he tried to 
A. My youngest sister was the only one 16 sedate me further and still get it in without the 
that had a whole lot of major dental work. 17 full-- and they ended up having to totally put 
Q. How about your parents? Do you know if 18 me out and intubate me. 
they have crowns? 19 Q. Now, was that the same with Wood River? 
A. Most of my mom's mouth is crowned. 20 A. Yes. 
21 Q. And your dad? 21 Q. When did you qualify for social 
22 A. My dad doesn't go to the dentist. He 22 security disability? 
23 pulls teeth instead of getting them fixed. 23 A. I don't know. 
24 Q. SO did he pull some of his? 24 Q. Was it before or after we were together 
25 A. I think he's had one or two pulled, but 25 last time? 
1 A. I was on social security net 
2 last time. 
3 Q. What is your monthly income? 
4 A. Mine is seven hundred and sixty-some 
5 dollars a month, and then each of my three 
6 children get a hundred and thirty, so it's a 
7 total of$I,126, I think. 
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1 friend, Mike S vho is not a CPR 
2 instructor. He doesn't have the license, but he 
3 has taken all of the classes, so he can help with 
4 
5 
6 
7 
lectures and stuff as long as I'm there. 
Q. How often do you teach CPR? 
8 Q. In going through your tax returns, it 8 
A. Not very often. I've only taught two 
classes, I think, in the last year. One was to 
my brother, and the other was to a single lady 
who came to the house. 9 appears to me to prior to 2000, your best year of 9 
10 income was '99, when you had a combined income of 10 Q. SO they both were single classes? 
A. Urn-hum. 11 $23,172. '98 is $20,166; '97 was $14,862, and 11 
12 you were missing tax returns back to '93. Do you 12 Q. Is that a yes? 
A. Yes. 13 think that '99 was the best year in the five 13 
14 years before 2000? 
15 
16 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. 
17 A. '99 was the year I was working in 
18 Ketchum and Gooding, both. 
19 Q. Right. You had $22,922 in Ketchum and 
20 $1,250 in Gooding. Does that sound about right? 
21 A. Yeah. That sounds about right. 
22 Q. Have you had any income since we were 
23 here last? Work income. 
24 A. Not work income, no. 
25 Q. You indicated you're very busy with 
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1 lectures and stuff. What are you doing? 
2 A. I am a CPR instructor, and I still can 
3 do small group classes. I've had two or three 
4 people that have come to my home and done the 
5 classes there. If I go to the clinic where an 
6 ambulance bay is, I can control the environment 
7 there. I make sure that everybody knows not to 
8 wear perfume, cologne or makeup. I have other 
9 instructors that help me, so that if! get to the 
10 point that I can't continue with the lecture, 
11 they're there to help. I still teach EMT 
l2 classes, again, small groups. There haven't been 
l3 more than four or five people in a group. And I 
_ 4 have to over schedule. The class requires 50 
5 hours. lover schedule 75 hours so if I get sick 
6 I can just cancel class and not have to worry 
7 about all the paper work involved in rescheduling 
8 that. 
9 
o 
Q. Who would help you in the classes? 
A. I have a co-instructor that's in 
1 Burley. 
2 
3 
~ 
Q. Who is that? 
A. Her name is Alice Reno. 
Q. R-e-n-o, like the town? 
A. Just like the town. Then I have a good 
14 Q. What kind of paper work do you have to 
15 keep on the people you teach? 
16 A. I have a roster that I have to fill out 
17 
18 
19 
20 
to request the class for any EMT classes I do, 
and I have a roster when I've completed the class 
that I have to send in to order cards from for my 
CPR classes. 
21 Q. SO you keep a permanent record of who 
22 you've taught? 
23 A. Yes. 
24 Q. And the EMT classes, how many ofthose 
25 have you done? 
A. I have done two in the last year. 
Q. And where were they done? 
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1 
2 
3 A. They were done at the Camas County 
4 ambulance. 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
Q. How many hours were each of those? 
A. One class was a first responder's 
class, so it was a 50-hour course. We had 80 
hours' worth of time put in on those. And the 
other one was a 250-hour -- no, I 50-hour, and we 
put close to 200 hours. 
Q. And how long were each of the CPR 
courses? 
A. They're an eight-hour day. 
Q. Just one day? 
A. Yeah. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I usually break them down into two days 
because I can't go for an eight-hour stretch. 
Q. SO since the last time we were 
together, you've taught about 216 hours -- 220 
hours, plus the allowance you give yourself? 
A. Yes. 
Q. 
A. 
Q. 
Is that all part of the volunteer work? 
Yes. 
Is that part of the Camas EMTs? 
_-_oj 
<. 
,.J 
-( 
I 
•.. .: I 
-, 
] 
J 
1 A. It was actually , a grant that 
2 I wrote in order for our servIce to be able to 
3 put these guys through training, and then I 
4 taught them for nothing. 
5 Q. What's the cost of the class? I mean, 
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6 if you're working for free, what costs money? 
7 A. The books, the equipment. 
8 Q. What kind of equipment? Start with the 
9 CPR. 
lOA. CPR, there's not a whole lot of 
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1 Q. you do at cabin site? 
2 A. I actually transported the survivors 
3 while everybody else stayed there in the cold 
4 with the victims. 
5 Q. Okay. So you were involved with Jenna 
6 Rovig and her children? 
7 A. Yes. 
8 
9 
10 
Q. And was her husband and Marsha's son 
there, too? 
A. All of them were in the same ambulance 
11 equipment involved. There is -- depending on the 11 together, and we took three technicians and a 
12 class -- the classes that I taught are what you 12 driver. They pretty much weren't injured, just 
13 call health care provider classes, so they 13 more emotional injuries, and it took us an hour 
14 require pocket masks and an oxygen delivery 14 and 45 minutes to get from the ski lift to the 
15 system. I basically teach for what it costs to 15 hospital. The roads were snowed in and snow 
16 put on the class. 16 packed. 
17 Q. SO they pay you for the cost? 17 Q. You mean the cabin? 
18 A. They have to pay for the cost of the 18 A. Yes. 
19 books and that kind of stuff. 19 Q. The cabin below the ski area? 
20 Q. And what's needed in the EMT classes? 20 A. Well, yeah. 
21 A. There was more needed in the first 21 Q. And where did you take them? 
22 class that we did, because we had to have blood 22 A. We brought them here to Sf. Luke's Wood 
23 pressure cuffs and those kind of stations, 23 River Medical Center. 
24 equipment, that the grant paid for, and books, 24 Q. Okay. How much of that time did you 
25 testing fees, licensing fees, background checks. 25 spend with Mrs. Rovig? 
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1 Q. What does it cost each applicant to 
2 take the class? 
3 A. Well, it didn't cost the applicants 
4 here, because we sponsored it through the Camas 
5 County Ambulance Service. 
6 Q. Do you recall how much the grant was 
7 for that? 
8 A. One grant was for $2,300, and the other 
9 grant was for $1,700, I believe. I can't 
10 remember. 
11 Q. When did you obtain the grants? 
12 A. The State ofIdaho has training grant 
13 applications come out every year for licensed 
14 State services. 
15 Q. Have you been involved in any emergency 
16 calls since we were together last? 
17 A. Yes. 
18 Q. How many? 
19 A. I don't know. Not very many. 
20 Q. Did you go to the avalanche at 
21 Dr. Busch's cabin on the morning of January 2nd? 
22 A. The whole town responded. 
23 Q. And what time did you arrive at cabin? 
24 A. I came up in the second-out ambulance 
25 at about 4:00 in the morning. 
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1 A. She was in the ambulance there with us. 
2 Q. Did you talk to her? 
3 A. I actually was taking care of her 
4 husband. 
5 Q. Okay. 
6 A. I spent more time visiting with him, 
7 because he found the bodies and he was really 
8 distressed, and so he needed one-on-one care. 
9 Q. Did you have conversations with Jenna? 
lOA. I'm sure I had some conversations with 
11 her. I was more worried about her husband. 
12 Q. Do you recall what you talked about? 
13 A. Probably a little bit of everything. 
14 We tried really hard to keep their mind off of 
15 what was going on. 
16 Q. Okay. You had medical equipment in the 
17 ambulance? 
18 A. Yes. 
19 Q. Did Jenna check out her husband? She's 
20 an emergency room nurse. 
21 A. I don't know if she did prior to my 
22 arrival. I didn't go on the initial call. When 
23 they called for extra help, because they didn't 
24 have enough hands for the digging and the 
25 recovery, I responded as a second responder 
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1 Q. Kelby, Jenna and the 
2 your ambulance? 
. werem 
3 A. Yes. 
4 Q. Okay. 
5 A. Kelby, Jenna, the little boy, and then 
6 the lady's son. I can't remember his first name. 
7 Q. Okay. So you were with them about an 
8 hour and 40 minutes? 
9 A. Probably a little longer than that. 
10 Q. What was the weather like at the time 
11 you got there? 
12 A. It was nasty. It had stonned. It had 
13 stonned prior to the avalanche. The wind blew, 
14 the roads were all totally buried in. 
15 Q. Was it still a blizzard-like condition, 
16 with the high winds? 
17 A. No. The winds had stopped blowing, and 
18 the snow plows kind of went ahead of us to clear 
19 the roads, so the roads were still real snow 
covered. 20 
21 Q. Were you able to get across the creek 
22 in your ambulance? 
23 A. No. We parked right on the road. 
24 
25 
Q. SO how far -- did you walk to them? 
A. I got out of the driver's seat and got 
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into the back door. 
2 Q. You didn't go over to the cabin? 
3 A. No. 
4 Q. Were they brought by snowmobile to the 
5 ambulance? 
6 A. Actually, I believe the snow cat picked 
7 them up and brought them out. Some of them were 
8 at the neighbor's house. 
9 Q. All right. What other emergencies have 
10 you been on since we were together last? 
11 A. I can't think of exact calls. Probably 
12 four or five minor medical situations. 
13 Q. Like heart attacks? 
14 A. Cardiac arrests, shortness of breath, 
15 asthmatic. I mostly don't respond, except that 
16 we're in a volunteer service and if nobody else 
17 responds, then I --
18 Q. Have you responded to any motor vehicle 
19 accidents in the last 12 months? 
W A. I did go on one motor vehicle accident 
~ 1 that there was gas leaking from the vehicle, and 
~2 that was when the acid exposure restarted again, 
~3 that I was having a hard time getting on top of 
~4 my medication, and I saw Dr. Batcha for it. 
~5 About two weeks after the accident, I couldn't 
1 get on top of all 
2 Q. Doyou 
3 A. I don't. 
,edication . 
when that was? 
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4 Q. Would this have been a third visit to 
5 him, or one of the two we talked about? 
6 A. It was one of the two. It was because 
7 of that visit that he scheduled the scope. 
8 Q. Did you discuss that accident with him 
9 and the exposure to gasoline? 
10 A. I'm sure I did. I don't recall for 
11 positive. 
12 MR. HULL: I've got to take this. I'm 
13 sorry. 
14 (Whereupon, a Brief Recess Was Taken.) 
15 MR. HULL: Back on the record. 
16 BY MR. HULL: 
17 Q. Would you have records of each of the 
18 calls you've gone out on in the last year, or 
19 with the EMT service? 
20 A. There are records that have been kept, 
21 but due to Hickam violations, there's no way that 
22 I could get access to them. 
23 Q. But you could actually -- you could go 
24 in and show us what days you went out? 
25 A. I probably could. 
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1 Q. How many times were you involved in 
2 transport to a hospital in the last year? 
3 A. In the last year? I don't know, 
4 probably a dozen or more. 
5 Q. Now, we've talked about the avalanche, 
6 four or five medical emergencies and two 
7 accidents. Were there other times you were 
8 involved in transporting people? 
9 A. There have been other times when I 
10 would go on the transport. Most of the time when 
11 I'm in the back of the ambulance I don't do much 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
patient care. I'm just kind of a 
supervisory-type position. Because I taught the 
ten new people that took the classes, I was kind 
of their instructor, so I would observe what they 
were doing. 
Q. How many times have you been in Wood 
River Medical Center in the last year, physically 
19 inside the building? 
20 A. Probably a dozen or more. 
21 Q. Have you been anywhere, except for your 
22 own procedures, anywhere other than the ER? 
23 A. Mostly the emergency room, other than 
24 my procedures. 
25 Q. Have you been anywhere else besides the 
, 
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emergency room when )t there on your own 
2 procedures? 
3 A. I don't think I've ever left the 
4 emergency room, other than just the hallway 
5 outside where admissions is, the restrooms there. 
6 Q. Have you travelled outside of the 
7 Fairfield, Sun Valley area, for any reason other 
8 than for your medical care in the last year? 
9 A. We spent a week last October with my 
10 sister down in Utah. I travel down there to see 
11 her two or three times a year. 
12 Q. Where in Utah? 
13 A. She lives on the Dugway military base. 
14 Q. Where is that in Utah? 
15 A. That is outside Salt Lake, toward 
16 Nevada. About an hour out there, Skull Valley, 
1 7 then you tum up to the military base. 
18 Q. And does she live in a town? 
19 A. It's a military base. Kind of a town, 
20 yeah. 
21 Q. Does she live right on the base? 
22 A. Yes. 
23 Q. And how long did you spend with her? 
24 A. We stayed a whole week in October. 
25 Q. Did you have any problems, unusual 
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1 problems, while there? 
2 A. Nothing out of the ordinary that I 
3 don't always have every day. 
4 Q. The two times you've been to Salt Lake 
5 since we were together last, did you drive down 
6 yourself, or did someone drive you? 
7 A. Once my husband drove me, and the other 
8 time I met my sister just on the outskirts and 
9 she drove me into the hospital. I get into areas 
10 where there's a lot of traffic, and the exhaust 
11 fumes sometimes bother me, and it's just better 
12 to prepare not to be. 
13 Q. When that occurs, what happens to you? 
14 A. It usually gives me light asthma 
15 attacks, to where I can't catch my breath, I 
16 carr't breathe. My inhaler sometimes will 
1 7 dissipate the inability to breathe, but that also 
18 depends. I mean, if I'm following a car up the 
19 road it's kind of a minute point to try to get 
20 around it. 
21 Q. SO do you know, on those occasions, 
22 whether you were in true bronchial spasm? Has 
23 any physician told you whether you are or not? 
24 A. I don't know the difference between a 
25 bronchial spasm and a reactive airway, honestly, 
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1 because oth feel like asthma attacks, but 
2 some of them are different depending on what 
3 causes them. If it's dust, I just simply can't 
4 breathe. If it's perfumes or chemicals I get 
5 really high-pitched, horsey, I get really bad 
6 coughs. I have a hard time catching my breath, 
7 but it's not like when it's dust and I go to take 
8 a deep breath in and the air just won't go in my 
9 lungs. 
10 Q. SO when it's dust, you feel like it's a 
11 true asthmatic attack? 
12 A. Yes. 
13 Q. How about when you were out at the 
14 wreck and there was gas? What did you feel like 
15 there? 
16 A. Those kind of things make my throat 
17 first start itching, and I start getting 
18 high-pitchy and squealy. I have a little medical 
19 bag that I take with me that stays in the 
20 ambulance. It's got all my inhalers. I have an 
21 inhaler that, any time I go on an accident scene, 
22 I take a dose of the Serevent beforehand because 
23 it takes 20 minutes to kick in and it's a longer 
24 acting blocker. It's also something I take every 
25 morning and every evening, and then I take it 
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1 whenever I know that I'm going to get into 
2 something that's going to bother me. Most of the 
3 time on accident scenes, I stand back and help 
4 with traffic control, and the rest of them go out 
5 in the dust and weeds. 
6 
7 
8 
9 
Q. How about in the winter? Do you do 
traffic control then, or do you go to the 
accident scene? 
A. Depends on the type of accident. 
10 Depends on the situation. If I go to a patient's 
11 house and they're a smoker, I can't get in the 
12 door. 
Q. Let's assume it's just a two-car 13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
accident along the highway at the intersection of 
Fairfield, and there's snow on the ground. Would 
you go up to the cars? 
A. I would go up to the cars only after 
putting on a face mask and a scarf over my 
throat. I can't breathe in the cold air for very 
long periods of time or it bums my throat to 
take cold air in. 
Q. Do you know what it is in the gasoline 
that you're reacting to? What component? 
A. I don't know. All I know is if the 
kids aren't with me and I have to pump my own OJ 
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1 gas, it makes me sick for days. 
2 Q. Are you occasionally to diesel 
3 on the. farm? 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
A. Yes. I have a diesel truck now. 
Q. Is there any difference between diesel 
and gas as far as your exposure is concerned? 
A. You know, it's kind of strange. The 
gas sets me off faster, but diesel hurts worse. 
r don't know. It doesn't make any sense, but if 
I'm coming up next to gas, like a car accident or 
something, r can be a lot further distance away 
and tell that it's there, because the smell is 
more powerful, the diesel fumes, they're not as 
strong of smell, but they bum more in my chest. 
Q. How long, if you're exposed to diesel, 
do you have the burning in your chest? 
A. The burning in my chest lasts for 
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1 mean, Gooding is They don't 
2 have surgical they don't do OB. 
3 Q. No. I'm talking about for yourself. 
4 If you go into a spasm and you want to see an ER 
5 doctor, or have an allergic reaction, you'd 
6 simply go to Gooding, or would you come here to 
7 Wood River, St. Luke's? 
8 A. Gooding. If it's something like I feel 
9 like I need to be seen now, I would go to 
10 Gooding, because I can get there faster, and the 
II highway'S less traffic. 
12 Q. Is that true in the winter, too? 
13 A. You know, our county road crew does a 
14 really good job of keeping the roads open, so 
15 most of the time in the winter -- I mean, if 
16 there's going to be bad roads, it's probably 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
17 going to be worse going to Gooding, because it's 
18 heavy traffic over here, they keep them open. probably four to six hours. r get the cough, 
followed by the shortness of breath. r can take 19 
an inhaler and the shortness of breath sometimes 20 
Q. Well, between Fairfield and Gooding, 
too, there's a pass. 
subsides. The cough can last -- the cough can 
last for an hour to two hours, followed by, r get 
this real bad itching irritation, I'm always 
clearing my throat, like r got phlegm in the back 
of my throat. I just can't clear it out. 
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1 Q. And do you have an antihistamine you 
2 take when you have this exposure? 
;; A. Antihistamine such as Benadryl? 
4 Q. Yes. 
5 A. I have a lot of BenadryI 
6 over-the-counter, and r do have a prescription 
7 of, it's like a stronger dose of Benadryl that 
8 they gave me the last time r had hives. 
9 Q. Do you have an injectable you keep with 
10 you, an antihistamine? 
11 A. r do have an EpiPen. 
12 Q. Who prescribed that? 
13 A. I believe the emergency room physician 
14 prescribed that after r was seen for body hives. 
15 Q. Which ER? 
16 A. That was in Gooding. That was a little 
17 over a year an a half, two years ago, probably. 
18 Q. Which is closer for you, the emergency 
19 room in Gooding or Wood River? 
20 A. Gooding is only 30 minutes, or 34 miles 
21 from us. Sun Valley is 50 miles, but Hailey is 
22 34 miles. So if I go to Dr. Batcha, it's --
n Q. But if you need to go to an emergency 
~4 room, you can only go to Gooding? 
~5 A. Depending on what the injury is. r 
21 A. There is a pass, and it's sometimes 
22 bad. Most of the time, you know. In the 
23 wintertime I wouldn't have to worry about that 
24 because my husband would be home and he's driving 
25 anyways. 
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1 Q. And Wood River St. Luke's has more 
2 specialists readily available? 
3 A. Right. 
4 Q. Now, you indicate that -- as I 
5 understand it, the gasoline and diesel, petroleum 
6 products, don't actually create a reactivity in 
7 your lungs, it's more in your throat? 
8 A. It starts in my throat. It makes it 
9 hard to breathe, but it's not like dust where r 
10 can't breathe at all. 
11 Q. Do you feel it's a constriction in your 
12 throat, or something in your lungs? 
13 A. I think both. It starts with a 
14 spasming of the muscles in my throat. The way r 
15 understand it from the way the speech therapist 
16 described it to me, is the muscles here in my 
17 throat clamp up to try and protect itself, but I 
18 also, when r can get the air past me, the alveoli 
19 sacs in the lungs have a hard time processing 
20 that. 
21 Q. Because they're in asthmatic spasm? 
22 A. Because they're in asthmatic, yeah. 
23 Q. Have any of your physicians triggered 
24 this in a medical setting to study it? 
25 A. Dr. Carveth triggers it with the 
'1 
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1 methacholine challenge. 
2 Q. But have they done It with other 
3 irritants, such as petroleum products? 
4 A. No, not that I know of. The stuff 
5 tastes like dirty socks. I don't know what it 
6 is. 
7 Q. You mean the methacholine? 
8 A. Yes. 
9 Q. SO no one has exposed you to other 
10 things you may be allergic to? 
11 A. No. I do enough of that on my own. 
12 Q. Do they -- based upon any testing 
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13 you've had or your own experiences, what do you 
14 now believe you're allergic to? 
15 A. I get allergic, typical allergic 
16 reaction, such as rashes and hives, to foods that 
17 have sulfa. I get the asthmatic reactions, which 
18 is a type of allergic reaction, from any --
19 chemical-based products pretty much covers it. 
20 If it's household products, if it's potpourri, if 
21 it's perfume, the scented air fresheners in most 
22 public bathrooms. I have seasonal allergies now 
23 that I've never experienced before, such as when 
24 the pollen starts in the summertime. 
25 Animals, the horses, if I touch the 
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1 lanolin on sheep I break out with a body rash. 
2 Most of the animal hairs and dander give me 
3 itchy, watery eyes, runny nose, the sniffling, 
4 the sneezing. 
5 Q. Do these allergens, such as the pollen, 
6 dander, lanolin, cause any respiratory problems? 
7 A. Yes. 
8 Q. What? 
9 A. It's like the asthma attacks if I'm 
10 exposed to dust, but it's not as severe, because 
11 it's not like I'm inhaling the dust. It's 
12 just -- I can still breathe, but it's not like I 
13 can take a full, normal, deep breath. It kind of 
14 feels like a tight band around my chest. I can 
15 still take a deep breath, but it's hard to get 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
rur. 
Q. Do you have constrictions of your 
muscles of your throat? 
A. Not from the animal dander so much. I 
get the itching right around my neck and down 
into my throat, but -- and my eyes itch really 
bad and my hands. The backs of my hands are the 
first places to start itching if I touch them. 
Q. What do you do when you're exposed to 
these seasonal allergens? 
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1 A. allergens I have a lot of 
2 over-the-counter medications. I've also been 
3 taking the homeopathic medications. 
4 Q. What are your over-the-counter 
5 medications for the seasonal allergens? 
6 A. Well, Claritin was a prescribed one 
7 that's now over-the-counter. I have the Allegra 
8 that's a prescription. I take, like, the 
9 Benadryl type things if it's too bad, if I'm in 
10 the forest or fishing or something like that 
11 that's going to -- I'm going to be exposed to a 
12 lot of it, I take it beforehand. The steroid 
13 nasal sprays sometimes help, and sometimes --
14 sometimes it's like by opening that up, it makes 
15 it worse, because I can breathe it better. I 
16 don't know. 
17 Q. What steroid nasal sprays? 
18 A. I take Flonase. Flonase or Nasacort. 
19 Q. SO in 2004, you went fishing? 
20 A. Urn-hum. 
21 Q. Is that a yes? 
22 A. Yes. 
23 Q. How many times? 
24 A. We went fishing once during the 4th of 
25 July, down on Anderson. 
Page 182 
1 Q. Did you camp out there? 
2 A. I didn't really camp out much. My 
3 family was up there camping, and we went up to 
4 visit with them, but with the camp fires and the 
5 dust and the hayfever and stuff, it just 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
wasn't --
Q. SO you didn't stay overnight? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you fish in a boat or off the bank? 
A. Just the bank. 
11 Q. Did you have problems? 
12 A. Yes. The dust, the trees, the brush, 
13 the sand. 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
Q. Did you get out in the woods or out in 
the outdoors any other time in the summer of '04? 
A. Just at home. 
Q. Doing what? 
A. Just out in the yard, what there is of 
a yard. 
Q. What were you doing in the yard? 
21 A. Mostly just picking up garbage from the 
22 dog. My kids mowed the lawn. I would pick up 
23 and put away all the little sprinklers and that 
24 kind of stuff, but the kids have to run the lawn 
25 mower. 
1 Q. How large is the yard? 
2 A. I don't know, it's probably a by 40 
3 foot piece, just on the one side of the house. 
4 The rest ofthe house is still dirt. 
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5 Q. What kind oflawn mower do you have? 
6 A. Just a push mower. 
7 Q. Not -- no motor? 
8 A. Well, it's a motor. 
9 Q. Okay. Gasoline, pushed? 
lOA. It is a self-propelled. 
11 Q. Is it self-propelled or pushed? 
12 A. It's self-propelled, but it's got the 
13 handle so the wheels tum, so the kids just have 
14 to follow it, so they don't have to push it. 
15 Q. Yeah. What kind of dog do you have? 
16 A. We have a black lab that we inherited 
17 from my brother-in-law. And we had a Dachshund, 
18 a short haired, indoor dog. 
19 Q. How did you lose the Dachshund? 
20 A. About three weeks ago he was hit by a 
21 car. 
22 Q. Is the lab ever inside? 
23 A. No. 
24 Q. The Dachshund was? 
25 A. Yes. 
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1 Q. Any other pets inside the home? 
2 A. No. My kids have cats, but I don't get 
3 anywhere near the cats. Their hair's worse than 
4 the lab's is. 
5 Q. SO they stay outside? 
6 A. Yes. 
7 Q. Any other farm animals on your 
8 property? 
9 A. We have horses. We have cattle on the 
10 property. We didn't do 4-H this year, so we 
11 haven't had any sheep. 
12 Q. How many horses? 
13 A. Just two. 
14 Q. Have you ridden horses in the last two 
15 years? 
16 A. I haven't been able to ride horses 
17 since 2000. 
18 Q. Have you tried? 
19 A. I can't even get near them. If I 
W walked up and pet their nose, my allergies set 
~1 off. 
~2 Q. How many cattle? 
~3 A. I have no idea. There's probably a 
~4 dozen or more out there. 
<5 Q. Are they out on the property generally, 
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1 or in a corral ? 
2 A. '-'-".',-,"'\.1. pasture just up the 
3 
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road. 
Q. How far are they from the home? 
A. Less than a quarter mile, just across 
the street from the house, in the pasture. 
Q. Are you still home schooling? 
A. No. 
Q. SO when did you cease that? 
A. We finished out the year, and they were 
able to come up on their academic level. They 
wanted to play sports this year, so I let them go 
back to school. 
Q. SO they're in the Fairfield School 
District? 
A. Yes. 
Q. The last time we were together, you 
discussed some other issues that caused you to 
home school. 
A. Yes. 
Q. Kids not being treated correctly. Has 
that been resolved? 
A. Well, the daughter that had the problem 
is now in high school instead of grade school, so 
it's different teachers. 
Page 186 
1 Q. What about the one child that was 
2 beaten up? 
3 A. She's still there. She's still a 
4 problem, but we've addressed it with the sheriff, 
5 and we just won't tolerate it. 
6 Q. Had you had any gurge prior to your 
7 exposure on 9112/2000? 
8 A. No. 
9 
10 
Q. You'd never had a problem with it? 
A. No. 
11 Q. Do you know whether any of your family 
12 members, your genetic relatives have gurge? 
13 A. No. 
14 
15 
16 
17 
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19 
20 
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Q. You don't know, or no they don't? 
A. No, they don't that I know of. My mom, 
possibly, because she's got a lot of medical 
problems. 
Q. When did your gurge start? 
A. It started shortly after, or right 
after the September 12th exposure, of2000. 
Q. Have you ever undergone any tests in 
which they put three different instruments into 
your abdominal cavity, one low, one medium, one 
high, to determine the PH? 
A. No. 
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1 Q. Over a 24-hour :l? 
2 A. No. That sounds brutal. 
3 Q. Are you now eligible for Medicare? 
4 A. I have been on Medicare for three years 
5 now. 
6 Q. SO Medicare has been paying some of 
7 your bills? 
8 A. I'm on the SSI. I've got Medicare 
9 cards, part A and B, hospitalization coverage. 
10 Q. SO Medicare does pay some of your 
11 bills? 
12 A. Yes, some of them. 
13 Q. Now, I want to go back to the day of 
14 the exposure. All right? 
15 A. Okay. 
16 Q . You indicated in your fIrst deposition, 
17 you basically smelled two different odors? 
18 A. Right. 
19 Q. One was a citrus and one was a rotten 
20 egg? 
21 A. Right. 
22 Q. What time did you start that day? 
23 A. I was scheduled to work at 8:00, and I 
24 was late because of traffic, so it was about 20 
25 after 8 :00 when I got there. 
1 Q. And when was -- when were the 
2 maintenance people fIrst called? 
3 A. I had taken care of all my daily 
4 duties, which you got to set up the call 
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5 schedule, you got to change the call schedule 
6 boards out in the emergency room, you got to take 
7 stuff to people. That takes anywhere from 45 
8 minutes to an hour. The nurses were making their 
9 fIrst shift rounds, because they also came on at 
10 8:00, so they were making their rounds, checking 
11 their patients. One ofthe nurses came in and 
12 said that the toilet in room 7 was overflowing, 
13 to call maintenance. 
14 Q. And at what time was that? Your best 
15 estimate. 
16 A. I can't pinpoint it exactly, but a 
17 guesstimate would be about 10 o'c1ockish, 9:30, 
18 10 o'c1ockish. 
19 Q. Do you recall who that nurse was? 
20 A. That asked for the maintenance to fIx 
21 the toilet? No. Probably Sue Henry, but I don't 
22 know for sure. 
23 Q. Do you know if she's at St. Luke's Wood 
24 River? 
25 A. The last time I saw her would have been 
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1 at st. Jod River. 
2 Q. Do you know what time the maintenance 
3 people got there? 
4 A. I don't. I was busy doing other things 
5 and taking off orders, and doing stuff. And then 
6 it was probably within 45 minutes after I called 
7 them that we started smelling the citrusy smell. 
8 Smelled like spice orange, or the orange air 
9 freshener things you have most public restrooms. 
10 Q. SO somewhere between 10:00 and 11:00 
11 you started smelling that citrusy smell? 
12 A. Probably around 10:00 or 11 :00. 
13 Q. The nurse got there between 9:30 and 
14 10:00. Ifit's 40 minutes later, it would be 
15 somewhere between 10:15 and 10:45, wouldn't it? 
16 A. If those were the times. It's been 
17 four years. I can't remember for positive what 
18 time what. I know I was late that morning and I 
19 know I smelled it shortly after maintenance had 
20 gone into the room. 
21 Q. What did you associate the citrus smell 
22 
23 
24 
25 
with? 
A. I didn't really associate it with 
anything. I just smelled it. It stunk. 
Q. You didn't smell it any other time? 
1 A. It's the same smell you smell even 
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2 today when you go into public restrooms, and they 
3 got that little aerosol spray can thing that -- I 
4 mean, there's over-the-counter room deodorizers 
5 that smell the same. I knew they were working on 
6 the toilet, so I assumed that it was corning from 
7 wherever they were working on the toilet, because 
8 it's not been that strong of a smell there ever 
9 before. 
10 Q. But at the time you didn't associate it 
11 with a particular product in your mind? 
12 A. No. Not in my mind. 
13 Q. Had you used citrus smelling products 
14 in your own horne prior to that time? 
15 A. No. 
16 
17 
Q. Never? 
A. No. 
18 Q. Not even, like, Pledge, or any of the 
19 window cleaners? 
20 A. No. No citrus smelling. I've used 
21 those cleaners, but --
22 Q. Had you, prior to September of 2000, 
23 avoided the use of certain products in your horne? 
24 A. No. 
25 Q. How long did this citrus smell last? 
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1 A. The citrus smell stayed in l)uilding 
2 throughout the whole day. It got , and 
3 that was when they came out -- one of the nurses 
4 was complaining she was getting a headache from 
5 it. 
6 Q. What time did that occur? 
7 A. It was before lunch, and after we first 
8 started smelling it, so it had to have been 
9 around 10:45 to 11: 15ish, right in there some 
10 time. 
11 Q. And who was the nurse with the 
12 headache? 
13 A. I don't remember. After they go check 
14 their patients, they all come up and sit at the 
15 desk. There's four or five nurses sitting in 
16 there. It could have been all of them. 
17 
18 
Q. Why don't you give me all their names. 
A. Best that I can remember, Donna Wright 
19 was there, Sue Henry was there, Jenny Stinerman 
20 was the charge nurse. 
21 Q. Just a minute. How do you spell her 
22 last name? 
23 
24 
25 
A. I'm not positive. 
Stinerman, I guess. 
Q. Who else? 
S-t-i-n-e-r-m-a-n. 
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1 A. I know Joyce Fog was working in the 
2 emergency room that day. Those are the only 
3 nurses that I can think of for absolutely 
4 positive that were there that day. 
5 Q. How about Ms. Exxon? Was she there 
6 during the citrusy smell? 
7 A. Karen Exxon was a respiratory 
8 therapist, and she had come up to the counter 
9 selling candles. She sells candles every year. 
10 Something light, candles. And she was standing 
11 at counter. 
12 Q. That morning? 
13 A. That morning. 
14 Q. Is that the only time Karen Exxon was 
15 at your--
16 A. I don't know. I don't know. I know 
l7 she was standing there, because when Sue started 
[8 complaining and told me to call maintenance, I 
19 was looking through the catalog, and I did order 
~o candles that day from her, so that's the only 
~ 1 reason I remember she was even there. 
:2 Q. At what point in the day was the citrus 
.3 smell the worst? 
4 A. I don't know. Between 9:00 and noon. 
5 It got stronger. They came up and infection 
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1 control got on nd they put the fans in, 
2 trying to get rid of smell, but basically all 
3 they did was move it down the hall. 
4 Q. And who was the infection nurse? 
5 A. The infection control nurse was Jodie 
6 Alverson. 
7 Q. Do you know what time she first got 
8 there? 
9 A. I don't. I know that when they were 
10 complaining of the headache and the smell was 
11 getting really strong and it stunk, that I picked 
12 up the phone and dialed Jodie's extension, and I 
13 got her voice mail, and I left a voicemail for 
14 her, and because she wasn't there, I hung up and 
15 then called Theresa Bush's extension. And 
16 Theresa Bush came out to the counter a few 
17 minutes after that, and Jodie showed up while she 
18 was there. I don't know if she called her, or if 
19 Jodie got my message, or what the deal was. 
20 Q. SO Jodie is Jodie Alverson? 
21 A. Yes. 
22 Q. And who is Theresa Bush? 
23 A. Theresa Bush is the Director of Nurses. 
24 Q. Was she there before noon? 
25 A. Yes. 
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1 Q. Okay. 
2 A. Yes, because they'd already moved the 
3 patient when the kitchen complained that it stunk 
4 like eggs. 
5 Q. Do you know who moved the patient? 
6 A. I don't. All I know is the patient 
7 went from room 7 to room 19, which is the 
8 farthest room away from where she was at. 
9 Q. Okay. Do you recall anyone else being 
10 there before noon, during the period of time that 
11 there was a citrus smell? 
12 A. WeIl--
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
Q. We've already identified the 
maintenance people last time. 
A. Yes. Nobody that I can think of, 
except maybe the pharmacist, because he's there 
every day processing doctors' orders. 
Q. Who was the pharmacist? 
A. John Holmquist, I think is his last 
20 name. 
21 Q. Do you know if he's at S1. Luke's Wood 
22 River? 
23 A. I believe he's still in the pharmacy 
24 there now. Brenda Rosewood was the kitchen aide 
25 that was there. 
1 
l 
! 
I 
.J 
J 
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1 Q. Was the citrus the rotten 
2 eggs? 
3 A. Yes. She was working that morning 
4 shift. I don't know if she was outside the 
5 kitchen where she could smell the citrus smell, 
6 because the eggs, when they opened the kitchen 
7 door to come out, you could smell it, and after 
8 the door shut, it dissipated and went away. She 
9 was the one that came out going, "Oh, my God, it 
1 0 stinks like a toilet in there." 
11 Q. Okay. But I just want to know what 
12 people were in your work station area during the 
13 citrus smell, first. We'll get to the kitchen, 
14 okay? Do you recall anyone else being your work 
15 area during the morning when there was just the 
16 citrus smell? 
17 A. Not that I can think of. 
18 Q. Now, did the citrus smell give you any 
19 unusual tastes in your body? 
20 A. It gave me a read bad headache, 
21 followed by kind of a metallicky taste in my 
22 mouth. Kind of -- metallicky probably isn't the 
23 best way to describe it. 
24 Q. Where in your mouth was the metallicky 
25 taste? 
1 A. You could taste it, like, in the back 
2 of your throat, the roof of your mouth, like 
3 where your sinuses and your taste buds --
4 Q. What did it taste like? 
5 A. It just, agh, it made your mouth just 
6 taste nasty. 
7 Q. Was it before you smelled the rotten 
8 eggs? 
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9 A. Probably during, around, during. At or 
10 about the same time as that. I started to get a 
11 really bad headache first, and then I got the 
12 nasty--
13 Q. Do you know whether the taste in the 
14 back of your mouth, metallic taste, was from the 
15 citrus smell or the rotten egg smell? 
16 A. No. I don't have any way of knowing 
17 which caused it. 
18 Q. Do you know whether you had the taste 
19 in your mouth before you smelled the rotten egg? 
20 A. No. I don't know. I don't know. 
21 Q. Okay. Did the intensity of the citrus 
22 smell change during the day? 
23 A. It got stronger until they brought the 
24 fans and stuff in. 
25 Q. And what time was that? 
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1 A. It they moved the patient, or 
2 while they were moving the patient. I didn't 
3 call and order the fans. That was something that 
4 the infection control nurse did. 
5 Q. Was it before they opened the kitchen 
6 door? 
7 A. I don't know. Could have been, but I 
8 don't know for sure. There is a fan that sits at 
9 the back of the nurse's station, so the direction 
10 of the room would be farther on past the fan that 
11 blows there, toward my desk all of the time, and 
12 then they brought another fan in and put it in 
13 the doorway of the patient's room to blow that 
14 stuff out of the room, an it just basically blew 
15 it out into the hall, and with the two fans it 
16 just kind of circulated it there. There's also 
17 the fan blowing behind me, and then another 
18 little fan set up on the counter blowing towards 
19 you, because that area got hot all the time. 
20 Q. Do you remember the temperature that 
21 day outside? 
22 A. It was warm. 
23 Q. Nice day? 
24 A. Yeah. 
25 Q. Do you think it reached 80? 
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1 A. I don't have any idea. It was 
2 September 12. It was kind oflike hit and miss 
3 days we've been having here. 
4 Q. Was there a time in the day when the 
5 citrus smell seemed to be less intense? 
6 A. Before it started. You know, it's 
7 just -- it's such an overbearing sense, that once 
8 you smell it, it's just kind of there. It 
9 doesn't really -- I mean, it was offending. It 
10 was a very offending odor, period. I mean, it's 
11 kind of like a skunk. You smell it, it stinks, 
12 but you don't really pay attention to if it gets 
13 stronger or worse. It just stinks. 
14 Q. Had you ever had problems with the 
15 citrus smell before that day? 
16 A. No. 
17 Q. Were you particularly sensitive, in 
18 your mind, to odors before that day. 
19 A. No. 
20 Q. Now, what time did you fIrst smell the 
21 rotten eggs? 
22 A. I'm not absolutely positive, but it had 
23 to have been right close to lunch time, and I 
24 think they serve lunch at about 11 :30. But it 
25 was as she was trying to get lunch ready that 
qq 
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1 Brenda came out and was 
2 Q. Where was the door in elaUOI1Sll'LD to 
3 you and room 7? 
4 A. The nurses' counter sat directly in 
5 front of me. The kitchen door was about 10 to 15 
6 
7 
8 
9 
paces directly to my right arm. You'd call it 2 
o'clock, I guess. 
Q. 45-degree angle? 
A. Yes. 45-degree angle. 
10 Q. Okay. And where was 7? 
11 A. Room 7 was directly behind me to the 
12 right side, and it was probably, I want to say 
13 about 10 -- not quite 10 yards. Five to ten 
14 yards away. 
15 Q. SO they were both on your right side, 
16 one being right behind, one right in front? 
1 7 A. Correct. 
18 Q. And where was this fan they set up? 
19 Was that right behind you? 
20 A. The fans that were there all the time 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
directly in front of me, then there was one 
behind me, and they set the one right inside the 
doorway, and pointed it my direction. 
Q. Of room 7? 
A. Room 7. 
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1 Q. Are these hallways, or is it a big open 
2 area? 
3 A. Big patient hallways, and as it comes 
4 down to the nurses' desk, it's still a hallway, 
5 but then there's no walls, it's just a big 
6 U-shaped counter dividing it. 
7 Q. SO by the time you opened the kitchen 
8 door, there were two fans essentially behind you, 
9 pushing the air towards you? 
lOA. By the time they opened the kitchen 
11 door, yes, there should have been, yes. 
12 Q. And that would have pushed the air from 
13 the kitchen away from you? 
14 A. Well--
IS Q. Is that true? 
16 A. No. Because at the kitchen door, right 
17 past it, was the end of the building. There was 
18 surgery doors that stopped it, so it just kind of 
19 brought the air down and circulated it through 
W right there. The fans, it was kind of a big open 
21 area, an the fans blew right into the wall, and 
~2 there was no place for it to go. 
~3 Q. But the fans were behind you and the 
~4 kitchen door was in front of you? 
~5 A. Right. 
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1 Q. Okay. was the third fan that's 
2 always there? 
3 A. It sits right up on the desk, blowing 
4 it right at you. 
5 Q. Okay. So it's just a little fan on 
6 your desk? 
7 A. Urn-hum. 
8 Q. Is an a yes? 
9 A. Yes. 
10 Q. Do you know where the air diffusers 
11 were in the ceiling? What kind of ventilation 
12 they had and what the floor was? 
13 A. No. 
14 Q. Okay. How long were you in the 
15 presence of the rotten egg smell? 
16 A. I don't know how long the rotten egg 
17 smell existed, but I only just smelled it 
18 briefly, two or three different times as the door 
19 was opened and closed. There was two sets of 
20 doors you had to go through, so when they came 
21 out of the kitchen, once the doors were closed, 
22 that pretty much blocked it off. 
23 Q. Did anyone from the kitchen or any 
24 maintenance people tell you that there was a 
25 problem with sewer, drain being backed up? 
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1 A. Brenda said -- Brenda, the kitchen aide 
2 that came out, that was complaining of the stench 
3 in there, said that it smelled like the sewer 
4 from that toilet just came up in their sink. It 
5 wasn't in the sink. They had this catch drain in 
6 the floor, it's one of those big utility sinks 
7 that the pipes drop water, and there's dead air 
8 space for so many feet or whatever, and she said 
9 that it had backed up, that that trap was flowing 
10 out, that stunk like the rotten eggs, and the 
11 sink was unusable. 
12 Q. SO Brenda said that the sink had 
13 actually backed up against the trap? 
14 A. I think so. I think I remember her 
15 saying that it was bubbling out on the floor. 
16 Q. What is Brenda's last name? 
17 A. Brenda Roseberry. 
18 Q. Do you know where she is now? 
19 A. She's a kitchen aide working for my 
20 mother-in-law in the kitchen at St. Luke's Wood 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
River Medical Center. 
Q. And who is your mother-in-law? 
A. Sherry Pond. 
Q. What's her position at St. Luke's? 
A. She is the supervisor of the kitchen, I 
·i 
I 
I 
"i 
J 
J 
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1 believe. 1 clear e front of the building. As soon 
2 Q. And is she a certified dietician? 
3 A. Yes. 
2 as you opened the front doors, you could smell 
3 it, and it got stronger as you got back into the 
4 Q. SO your exposure to the rotten egg 4 nurses' station. 
5 smell was short? 5 Q. Do you know at what time during the day 
6 A. Yes. 6 they got the toilet working in room 7? 
7 Q. In three times, how long -- how many 7 A. I have no idea. I don't know if they 
8 seconds or minutes each time? 8 even ever did. 
9 A. Well, the smell kind of stayed for two 9 Q. Do you recall any doctors making rounds 
10 or three minutes after the doors were closed, but 
11 that was all that I smelled, was when she opened 
12 the doors. I mean, they open the doors to come 
13 in and go out, they open the doors to bring the 
14 food out, so that had them propped open for a 
10 that evening? 
11 A. I don't recall who the doctors were 
12 that day at all. 
13 Q. But there would have been doctors 
14 making rounds? 
15 minute or two while the carts come through. 15 A. There would have been plenty of doctors 
16 Q. SO you didn't have more than ten 16 making rounds. 
17 Q. Typically at that time, how many 17 minutes total exposure to the rotten egg smell. 
18 Is that fair? 
19 A. Probably at or about, or just under ten 
18 doctors would make rounds in the evening at that 
19 facility? 
20 minutes, yeah. 20 A. Any of them that had patients. There 
21 Q. Did you take a break in the morning? 21 would be at least three to seven, I would guess. 
22 A. No. Very rarely did I take a break in 22 Q. Physicians? 
23 the morning. It's always too busy. 23 A. Yes. 
24 Q. What was your first break? 24 Q. And you don't recall any of them making 
25 A. My first break, probably, wasn't until 25 rounds? 
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1 about 7:00 that night. 1 A. I don't. I don't even remember who was 
2 Q. You didn't go to the bathroom? 2 in the ER that day. 
3 A. Oh, I might have went to the bathroom, 3 Q. Do you know if anybody made rounds that 
4 but the bathroom was right next door to room 7, 4 night? 
5 so it wasn't like I was too far out of that area. 5 A. Well, there were patients in the 
6 Q. Okay. At that time you were smoking? 6 hospital, so somebody had to. They always make 
7 A. Some, yes. 7 rounds before they start their office hours and 
8 Q. Did you take a cigarette break? 8 after they do their office hours. 
9 A. Nope. I never smoked at work. I only 9 Q. Do you recall seeing any doctors in 
10 smoked when I drove. It took me a week and a 10 your area the day of the exposure? 
11 half to go through a pack of cigarettes. It was 11 A. I don't recall any doctors that I saw. 
12 just a driving vice, and only if! didn't have my 12 Q. Now, other than the people you've told 
13 kids in the car with me. 13 us about, were there any other technical people 
14 Q. SO you never left your station? 14 you recall, in the area, such as Karen Exxon, on 
15 A. Not that I know of, no. I very rarely 15 the day of the exposure? 
16 ever left the station. 16 A. Nobody that I can recall specifically. 
17 Q. By the time you left at 7:00 to go get 17 Q. No other medical specialists? 
18 a salad, what was the status of the odors in your 18 A. Nobody that I can -- no official person 
19 work area? 19 that I can remember being there. I remember 
20 A. The odors were still present. I'd been 20 respiratory therapy, and the lab, and X-ray, and 
21 smelling them for long enough, it was one of 21 all those people had to have been in and out, but 
22 those things that you just got used to, until I 22 they are every day. 
23 left. When I came back, as soon as I opened the 23 Q. Do you recall who was in the lab at 
24 door -- now, the front doors where you come in 24 that time? 
25 were quite a ways away from the nurses' station, 25 A. I have no idea who was in the lab. 
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1 Q. Do you know the X-ray 
2 technicians? 
" radiology 1 the ambulance you can't get schnockerred 
2 when you live in because you're not supposed 
3 A. I know who they are, but I don't know 
4 who would have been there that day. There are 
5 probably IS people working in that department. 
3 to respond, but if I was out with my family, or 
4 friends, I drank socially. 
5 Q. And have you had any alcoholic 
6 Q. Were any of the administrators in the 6 beverages since the exposure? 
7 
8 
9 
area? 7 A. I've attempted alcoholic beverages, and 
8 the first sip sends a rash right down the front A. Other than Theresa Bush, I can't think 
of any, and she was only in the area because I 
10 called her, and I don't know that I saw her the 
11 rest of the day. 
9 of my throat and makes my eyes start swelling and 
10 my--
12 Q. Okay. You advised Dr. Fullmer that you 
13 were exposed to sulfuric acid fumes. Where did 
14 you come into the information that it was 
II Q. When you indicate the front of your 
12 throat, are you talking about the outside or the 
13 inside? 
14 A. Right down the outside. Starts right 
15 sulfuric acid? 
16 
17 
18 
A. Because I asked the infection control 
nurse on the 19th, when I filled out the 
workman's camp form, exactly what it was that I 
19 had been exposed to. 
15 under my ears and comes right down the front of 
16 my vocal cords. 
17 Q. What does it look like? 
18 A. Little beady red bumpy things. 
19 Q. And are they pussy, runny? 
20 Q. Do you know where she obtained the 
21 information that it was sulfuric acid? 
20 A. No, because they go away. They go away 
22 A. I have no idea where she got that 
21 within hours after -- 30, 40 minutes after I take 
22 the Benadryl or whatever other products I take 
23 information from. I asked two or three different 23 for them. 
24 times for an MSDS sheet on the exact product, and 24 Q. Have you undergone a formal allergy 
25 she wouldn't give it to me. 25 evaluation? There's talk about a Dr. Richard 
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1 Q. And who was the infection control nurse 1 Henry doing it, where you actually get the 
2 you asked -- 2 pinpricks in the back and they do the various 
3 A. Jodie Alverson. 3 agents. 
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4 Q. And is she at St. Luke's Wood River? 4 
5 A. Yes. I think she's still there. 5 
6 Q. Did you ever find out, including since 6 
A. Dr. Henry had suggested that he should 
do an allergy testing, but they wanted $450 up 
front, and I can't afford it. 
7 our last deposition, what the product was? 7 
8 A. No. I've never been told exactly what 8 
Q. And is that covered now by Medicare? 
A. I don't know now if it would be or not. 
9 the product was. 9 As part of a preexisting illness I don't think it 
10 Q. Do you know the difference between 10 would be. But I don't know. I've never checked 
11 H2S04 and H2S? Do you know what those are? 11 into it. The thought of being stuck 50,000 times 
12 A. No, I don't. S04, I'm guessing, is 12 up and down my back is not something I want to --
13 sulfuric acid, or a sulfuric compound, but I 13 Q. Did you home school through the end of 
14 don't know. 14 the '03, '04 school year? 
[5 Q. Now, had you had any problems of any 15 A. Yes, I did. Actually, we home schooled 
l6 sulfides in foods prior to the exposure? 16 through the summer. 
7 A. No. 17 Q. Have you flown on an airplane since the 
8 Q. Never? 18 exposure? 
9 A. Never, no. I loved Chinese food, spicy 19 A. I flew on an airplane in February, or 
o food, and all the things that make me sick now. 20 January 9th of this year, 2004. 
1 Q. Had you ever drunk wine before the 21 Q. Where did you go? 
2 exposure? 22 A. We flew to Fort Worth, Texas. 
3 A. All the time. 23 Q. Why? 
4 Q. Other alcoholic beverages? 24 A. Because we bought a vehicle on E-Bay. 
5 A. Beers occasionally. I mean, being on 25 Q. How did that work out? 
\ /\\ 
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1 A. Pretty good. 1 same time. 1 
2 Q. Did I ask you, have you been out of 2 Q. SO you haven't seen him for any reason 
3 state? 3 other than the appendectomy? 
4 A. Have I been to Nevada this year? I 4 A. No. He was the ER surgeon that day, 
5 don't think I've been to Nevada this year. 5 and that was the only reason I ended up with him. 
6 Q. Did you and your husband fly down? 6 Q. Dr. Thomas Crier indicates on 
7 A. Yes. 7 September 25 that he saw you, you came in 
8 Q. And you drove back? 8 following inhalation injury two weeks before on 
~J 9 A. And we drove back, yes. 9 September 12th. He said they were trying to -:< 
:....:.,- 10 Q. Did you have any trouble flying? 10 unclog the drain with strong acid, probably 
l 11 A. Yes. 
1 I sulfuric. Where did you obtain the information 
12 Q. What was your problem? 12 that they were trying to use a strong acid? 
13 A. The fumes, the sprays, the close 13 A. I told him what it smelled like. I 
.", 
f 
14 quarters with other people. At one point, they 14 don't believe I used the words it was an acid. 
! 15 had sprayed a bunch of this citrus smelling nasty 15 And I told him, when I asked the infection j 
16 in the bathroom. That really set me off. They 16 control nurse on the 19th, she told me it was 
'] 17 had to move me up front where the oxygen was. 17 sulfuric acid. :-:~~ 18 Q. Which airline did you fly on? 18 Q. SO then you advised Dr. Crier of that? 
19 A. I can't remember. It was out of Boise, 19 A. Yes. That's all I had to go on, is I 
J 20 and then we had one changeover. 20 asked her two or three days later when I was 21 Q. Where did you change? 21 there, I asked her what it was that I was exposed 
22 A. I'm not absolutely positive. 22 to, and she told me it was sulfuric acid, and 
.-} 23 Q. SO you don't know? 23 that's all I've ever gotten out of her. I've 
24 A. I don't know. 24 never gotten, I don't know if it was accomplished 
25 Q. Was it Continental, Southwest? 25 anything in writing or not, but I know we've 
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1 A. It wasn't Southwest, it wasn't 1 asked for it more than once. I 2 Continental. I don't remember. 2 Q. When did you first establish a J 3 Q. Northwest? United? 3 relationship with Dr. Wright? 
• 4 A. United sounds familiar, but I couldn't 4 A. Dr. Scott Wright was recommended to me ,
J 5 say that that was it. I don't know. He booked 5 by my former dentist, Dr. Shawn Naccarato. I 
6 them all on the internet and I just tagged along. 6 called Dr. Naccarato at his home residence and 
7 Q. What kind of vehicle did you purchase? 7 asked him ifhe could help me find somebody who 
8 A. We purchased a diesel truck. 8 would be appropriate. My teeth started hurting 
9 Q. What year was it? 9 right after this acid exposure. 
J 10 A. It is a 2000 model. 10 Q. Had you seen Dr. Wright before the 11 Q. Do you recall, in 1999, seeing a 11 exposure? 
12 Dr. Campanale? 12 A. No. Never. Dr. Naccarato was my only 
J 13 A. Yes. 13 dentist, and he retired two or three weeks after 14 Q. He's a surgeon? 14 the exposure happened. 
15 A. He did my appendix one year from the 15 Q. Do you recall Dr. Wright telling you, 
16 day I was exposed to sulfuric acid. 16 on September 3rd, 2002, that it's most likely any 
17 Q. You saw him in '99. What was the 17 acid exposure would have affected the gums, but 
18 problem then? 18 not the teeth? 
19 A. That was an office call followup from 19 A. I don't recall that. I know we had a 
20 my appendectomy that was done September 12th of 20 conversation about it. My first visit with him 
21 '99. 21 was just an exam to find out if he could help me. 
22 Q. SO that was just a followup? 22 Q. I'm going to read from his note from 
23 A. It was just a followup. I was fatigued 23 9/3/02. "Dr. W. told patient most likely 
24 from the surgery, the anesthesia, and the 24 exposure affected the soft tissue. It is 
25 umbilical hernia repair that they did all at the 25 unlikely the exposure would affect the hard tooth 
1/\ r 
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1 structure or the enamel." Do you 1 him 
2 telling you that? 
3 A. That must be what he told me if it's in 
4 the record. I know that I have a special 
5 toothpaste I have to take now because my mouth 
6 doesn't produce enough saliva. 
7 Q. Is that Prevident? 
8 A. Yes. 
9 Q. Do you know how many millions of people 
10 take that? 
11 A. No. I know I have to special order it 
12 through him. It's not something I can buy at the 
13 store, and it's eight bucks a tube. 
14 Q. Have you been scoped before this 
15 summer, before '04? 
16 A. Not that I know of, no. 
17 Q. Never? 
18 A. Not that I can recall. 
19 Q. Okay. 
20 A. Other than when they looked in my 
21 throat. I don't know how far down they went on 
22 that. I felt like I was choking on the tube. 
23 Q. Have you seen the biopsy report? 
24 A. Yeah, I think Stratton has a copy of 
25 it. 
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1 Q. But you haven't talked to Dr. Batcha 
2 about what this means. Is that fair? 
3 A. Yeah. I mean, I've seen him, but as 
4 long as the acid's not going to kill me, what do 
5 I care? 
6 MR. LAGGIS: I'm sorry, what was your 
7 question? 
8 MR. HULL: She hasn't talked to him 
9 about what the biopsy actually meant. 
10 MR. LAGGIS: The results? 
11 MR. HULL: Yes. What the pathologist 
12 reported to him. 
l3 THE WITNESS: The biggest concern was 
14 that there was no cancer in it. 
15 BY MR. HULL: 
16 Q. Does Medicare pay for any of your 
17 prescriptions? 
18 A. No. 
19 
20 
21 
Q. So you're paying for those? 
A. Yes. 
MR. LAGGIS: Is that Medicare or 
~2 Medicaid? 
~3 MR. HULL: Medicare. If you have 
~4 social security disability, you get Medicare. 
~5 Medicaid is through the county. 
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1 MR. LA Right. 
2 THE WITNESS: I applied for Medicaid to 
3 help with my prescription costs, and they covered 
4 my kids and denied me. 
5 BY MR. HULL: 
6 Q. What was the income of'03, assuming 
7 you've filed your tax returns? 
8 A. I don't believe we've filed our tax 
9 returns on '03 yet, because my husband has one 
10 gentleman who has not provided his 1099 form. 
11 Q. How about '02? 
12 A. I don't know. I think you have those, 
13 don't you? 
14 Q. I don't think so. 
15 A. I had copies of everything brought in, 
16 so I don't know. 
17 Q. I'm sorry. I did. You didn't prepare 
18 the tax returns for '02? 
19 A. No. My husband's tax attorney did. 
20 Q. Tax preparer? 
21 A. No. My husband's accountant does them. 
22 Q. Well, after depreciation, there's very 
23 little advantage to farming. Do you know 
24 whether -- strike that. Why wouldn't the County 
25 cover you on Medicaid if you're showing virtually 
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1 no taxable income, because of paper losses? 
2 A. They just told me that they couldn't 
3 cover my claim, but they could cover the three 
4 kids. 
5 Q. Okay. Do you understand what I'm 
6 talking about, the depreciation? 
7 A. Right. He grosses a lot more than he 
8 actually brings home. 
9 Q. Well, in farming you always have a lot 
10 of depreciation, rather than capitalization of 
11 equipment. A paper loss, which really doesn't 
12 detract from what you have to spend, but it does 
13 help reduce taxable. And you fell in front of 
14 the grocery store on 7/3/03? 
15 A. Yes. 
16 Q. Okay. 
17 A. My niece came out to spend the day with 
18 me and ended up taking me to the emergency room. 
19 Q. What vitamins are you allergic to? 
20 A. I have found that with most 
21 over-the-counter vitamins that I get at the 
22 health food store or the grocery store, they make 
23 me itch. They make my throat hurt and they make 
24 me itch. So I've been taking -- she gave me some 
25 liquid drops that are supposed to be homeopathic, 
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so they don't have preserv :; in them. 
2 Q. SO you think it's the preservatives in 
3 the vitamins? 
4 A. Yes. And actually, in referring to the 
5 allergy testing, I was tested for allergies by 
6 the chiropractor. She does the homeopathic 
7 testings. 
8 Q. I meant a medical doctor. 
9 A. What? 
10 Q. You haven't undergone allergy testing 
11 by a medical doctor? 
12 A. No. 
13 Q. Who is giving you homeopathic remedies? 
14 A. Sue Phillips. 
15 Q. What are you getting from Dr. Fields 
16 that's homeopathic? 
17 A. It's Phillips. P-h-i-I-I-i-p-s. Just 
18 multivitamins. There's an omega, which is kind 
19 oflike an acid blocker. It's supposed to help 
20 with the acid reflux. 
21 Q. SO it's not an omega fatty acid three, 
22 fish oil? 
23 A. I couldn't say for positive. All I 
24 know is it's a big purple pill. It's some kind 
25 of oiL 
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1 Q. But it's not omega fatty acid, which is 
2 fish oil? 
3 A. I don't think so. 
4 Q. Do you know what's in the omega 
5 vitamin? 
6 A. All I know is it's some kind of an 
7 oil-based pill that helps reduce the acid in my 
8 stomach, and the drops that she gives me are 
9 drops for allergies to trees, animals and 
10 grasses. 
11 Q. Do you know if the FDA has tested any 
12 of these? 
13 A. All of the bottles say that it's not 
14 been approved by the FDA. 
15 Q. Are all the contents on each bottle? 
16 A. It lists a bunch of contents on them. 
17 Q. Do you know ifit lists all of them? 
18 Have you ever added up the percentage? 
19 A. I haven't paid that close of attention. 
20 I can take them and they don't make me itch and 
21 they don't make me break out with a rash. 
22 Q. Even if you were to eat Chinese food? 
23 A. Well, they don't affect Chinese food, 
24 because they're allergens for grass and animal 
25 dander. Our small dog that was in the house made 
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1 my eyes it helped with the allergies 
2 that he created. 
3 Q. Do you know whether your pulmonary 
4 function has improved over the last four years? 
5 Did Dr. Carveth discuss that with you? 
6 A. She discusses them with me. The first 
7 test to the second test, they changed amounts in 
8 the doses that they gave, so my reacting point 
9 was the same, but I was able to do more 
10 inhalants, but it was because the second test 
11 they started with lower doses. And I think the 
12 last one was somewhat different. I don't 
13 remember. I can't recall that it was improved. 
14 She said is wasn't changed significant enough to 
15 say if it was better or worse. 
16 Q. Let me read from her 8/3/04 report. 
17 "She indicated a methacholine challenge showed 
18 less hyper reactivity than in the past." Did she 
19 tell you that? 
20 A. Did I do a methacholine in August? 
21 Q. She said, "Her last methacholine 
22 challenge was 2117/04. Baseline spirometry 
23 continued to show mild airway obstruction. The 
24 challenge was positive at PC20 of 7.6, which 
25 shows less hyper reactivity than in the past." 
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1 Do you recall her telling you that on 8/3/04, 
2 that you had improved on your hyper reactivity? 
3 A. Yeah, some. 
4 Q. Have you been evaluated by anyone who 
5 was represented to you as being an expert in 
6 gurge? 
7 A. Anyone who has claimed to be an expert? 
8 Q. Anyone represented to you, such as a 
9 gastroenterologist, a researcher, someone who has 
10 primary medical knowledge of gurge? 
11 A. Only to my knowledge, Dr. Carveth and 
12 Dr. Smith, the Ear, Nose and Throat. 
13 Q. But you don't know whether they have 
14 any particular expertise in gurge? 
15 A. No. 
16 
17 
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Q. Has Dr. Carveth advised you that she's 
not sure whether your hyperactivity is resulting 
from your gurge as opposed to something else? 
A. We discussed the increase of the 
hyperactivity just in the last couple months 
since the gurge had started. Dr. Batcha 
described to me that the acid coming from my 
stomach is most likely getting to the branch in 
my lungs and getting into my lungs could be 
causing it. Because when the acid got worse -
\ I'd I 
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1 couldn't control the allergies, I c 't 
2 control the asthma, I couldn't control anything. 
3 When I went in to see him I'd been doing really 
4 well since February, when I seen Dr. Carveth 
5 last, and then all of a sudden everything just 
6 quit working. 
7 Q. So Dr. Carveth says in her 8/3/04 note, 
8 "At this point it is unclear as to what extent 
9 her reactive airway symptoms relate to acid 
10 reflux." She discussed that had with you? 
11 A. Yes. But she was referring to the 
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1 Q. Have you h stress EKG since your 
2 exposure? 
3 A. I don't think so. 
4 Q. Have you ever had one? 
5 A. I've had EKGs done before, but I don't 
6 think I've of had a stress test done. 
7 Q. If I were to send you to San Diego, 
8 would you want to drive with somebody as opposed 
9 to flying? 
10 
11 
12 current symptoms that I was having at that time. 12 
13 Not the overall four year. 13 
A. Send me to San Diego? 
Q. For a medical evaluation. 
A. Boy, I don't know. 
Q. I mean, you have problems on airplanes. 
A. That's kind of what I'm thinking. I 14 Q. SO if she told you that we could 
15 control your gurge it might control your hyper 
16 reactivity--
17 A. We could control the hyperactivity to 
18 the point that I've been controlling them 
19 successfully, but it's not going to make it go 
20 away. 
21 Q. SO your answer is no? 
22 A. Yes. No. 
23 Q. Did she discuss with you surgery for 
24 gurge? 
25 A. She doesn't do surgery. 
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1 Q. That's not what I asked. 
2 A. She said that she really couldn't make 
3 a statement on that, but it sounded like 
4 Dr. Batcha was following up on that. 
5 Q. But he doesn't do surgery for gurge. 
6 A. No. 
Q. And he hasn't referred to you to a 
surgeon who does? 
7 
8 
9 A. No. He's trying to control it with the 
10 medication first. 
11 Q. And if you could have surgery to 
12 control the gurge, would you do that? You'd also 
t3 lose weight. 
.4 A. Sold . 
5 Q. Part of it creates a little pouch that 
6 keeps you from getting the gurge. 
7 A. If it would guarantee to stop the 
8 epigastric reflux, you bet. 
9 Q. Do you burp very much? 
) A. A lot. 
t Q. And how about vomit? 
A. I don't throw up completely, but it 
tastes bad in the back of my throat. 
Q. And burns like hell? 
A. Yes, it does. 
14 
15 don't want to drive that long in the traffic on 
16 the freeway. 
17 Q. How about if you were in first class so 
18 everything flows backwards? 
19 A. That might make a difference. I'd 
20 rather fly because of the timeframe, but I don't 
21 want to have to go through what I went through 
22 the last time. I was pretty terrified. 
23 Q. When does your husband's farm season 
24 end? 
25 A. Oh, he's not going to be horne and 
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1 available until, probably, after the first of the 
2 year. Farm season will end in October and 
3 hunting season starts. 
4 Q. SO hunting is recreation? 
5 A. Yes. 
6 Q. His farm season ends first of October? 
7 A. No. He's just right now cutting his 
8 last set. 
9 Q. When does his farming season end? 
10 A. It all depends. I don't know. He's 
11 doing his last cutting right now. We've got 400 
12 acres of hay on the ground. He could bale it up 
13 next week or it might rain on it and take six 
14 weeks. 
15 Q. Is this custom farming we're talking 
16 about? 
17 A. Yes. 
18 Q. It will be over by November 1st? 
19 A. Most likely, yes. 
20 Q. Okay. And then last year, how long was 
21 he gone hunting? 
22 A. He goes hunting every year all of 
23 October and almost all of November. 
24 Q. And does he go set up a camp? 
25 A. Yes. 
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1 Q. Where is the camp 
2 A. Up at Trapper's End, about 20-some 
3 . miles from home. 
4 Q. Which direction from Fairfield? 
5 A. It's going to be north of Fairfield. 
6 Q. And did you go to the camp last year? 
7 A. I drove him up and dropped him off and 
8 drove home. 
9 Q. Who does he generally hunt with? 
10 A. Now? My two daughters. 
11 Q. SO they went up for a month last year 
12 in the school year? 
13 A. It wasn't a whole month that they were 
14 up there. He was up there in and out. He's got 
15 three or four different cousins that he goes with 
16 at different times. And when he goes, he goes up 
17 and stays for a week, ten days at a time unless 
18 they all get their game, and then they come out 
19 early. 
20 Q. How many acres of his own land, owned 
21 or leased, did he farm this year? 
22 A. I don't know, because I don't have any 
23 idea how much is his or his aunt's or his dad's. 
24 He doesn't own any of his own. 
25 Q. What was grown on that land this year? 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
A. We raised wheat and there's alfalfa. 
Q. Has all that been cut? 
A. No. The grain still has to be 
threshed. 
Page 228 
Q. Do you know when that's scheduled to 
start? 
A. Two weeks ago, but it's been raining. 
Q. Well, it hasn't rained in two weeks. 
It rained about three weeks ago, hard for a week. 
A. No. It's rained off and on for the 
last two weeks. 
Q. When is it scheduled to be threshed? 
A. I don't know. It's farming. You can't 
schedule it. 
Q. Do you have different problems in 
different seasons? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What are your primary problems in 
winter season? 
A. There is the difficulty with the cold 
air. I can't take the breathing of the cold air. 
10 
11 
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13 . 
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I have a really hard time in parking lots with 
vehicles. The exhaust fumes hit me a lot worse 
24 in the wintertime than the summertime. In the 
25 wintertime we use wood heat to heat our house, 
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1 and stokin ~he stove causes the asthma 
2 attack, so whenever they're doing that I usually 
3 go to the other end of the house or the other 
4 room. It seems like the Allegra curbs my asthma 
5 and my allergies more in the wintertime, whereas 
6 Claritin works better in the summertime. 
7 Q. In the Spring, when things are in 
8 bloom, what problems do you have. 
9 A. The pollen, the hayfever, the sneezing, 
10 te runny eyes, the itching nose. 
11 Q. In the summer? 
12 A. It's the dry dust, the dried out weeds, 
13 the cutting of the lawn, even though the kids mow 
14 the lawn, that still bothers me from a distance. 
15 The grasses, the hay feeds that you have to feed 
16 the horses. 
17 Q. And in the fall? 
18 A. In the fall it's -- fall's about the 
19 easiest and best time for me, because the air's 
20 cool but we're not building fires yet. It's not 
21 really cold enough that the exhaust fumes bother 
22 me. The biggest thing that I have is the dried 
23 out grass and cleaning up the yard. There's a 
24 lot dry weeds. 
25 Q. Have you ever done any dispatching? 
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1 A. Dispatching? 
2 Q. Yes. 
3 A. No. 
4 Q. You're used to talking on the radio 
5 with your EMT work. Is that correct? 
6 A. Yes. 
7 Q. Where is your EMT unit dispatched out 
8 of? 
9 A. Out of the Sheriffs office. 
10 Q. In Fairfield? 
11 A. Yes. 
12 Q. Do they have a full-time, paid 
13 dispatcher? 
14 A. They have 24-hour dispatching. They 
15 get paid on call time. They make two bucks an 
16 hour in the evenings. 
17 Q. Do you have a 911 service in Camas 
18 County? 
19 A. Not yet. It's my understanding that's 
20 what he's working towards is getting that 
21 implemented, but not --
22 Q. SO there's no 911 available in some 
23 cooperative area for people in Camas County? 
24 A. The 911 works as far as 911 rings the 
25 Sheriffs office, but there's no qualified 
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1 dispatchers giving pre-care inst ons while 
2 you're waiting for fIre or EMS to arrive. So the 
3 emergency, I don't know what you'd call it. 
4 Q. A citizen can call 911 and get an 
5 ambulance or a fIre truck? 
6 A. Well, that's supposed to be effective 
7 all over the state. They can do that in 
8 FairfIeld, too. It's supposed to be all over the 
9 nation because of the 911 accident. 
10 MR. HULL: That's all the questions I 
11 have. Thank you. 
12 MR. LAGGIS: I have no questions. 
13 (Whereupon, the Deposition Was 
14 Concluded at 12:15 p.m.) 
15 (Signature Was Requested.) 
16 * * * * * 
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Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull - ISB No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE TO 
CLAIMANT'S MOTION FOR 
PROTECTIVE ORDER 
,~- '" , , 
.=-:'::' c.:J 
DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE TO CLAIMANT'S MOTION FOR 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - 1 
COMES NOW the Defendants, by and through their undersigned counsel of 
record, and respond to Claimant's Request for Protective Order by respectfully referring 
this Commission to Defendants' Motion to Compel Claimant's Attendance at IME, 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Compel Claimant's Attendance at IME and 
Affidavit of Matthew O. Pappas in Support of Motion to Compel Claimant's 
Attendance at IME filed herewith. 
~~ 
DATED this ~ day of September, 2005. 
DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE TO CLAIMANT'S MOTION FOR 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - 2 
I I rJ; 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this I ~ay of September, 2005, I served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE TO CLAIMANT'S 
MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER by delivering the same to each of the following, by 
the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS & SUMMERS, CHTD. 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, Idaho 83680 
[~ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ ] Hand-Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE TO CLAIMANT'S MOTION FOR 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - 3 
----~ ..... 
\ 1'"""'\ _ 
09/22/2005 16:30 20828804 
Christ T. Troupis, ISB No. 4549 
TR01JPJS LAW OFFICE 
385 South Locu!it Grove Road 
Post Office Box 1367 
Meridian, ID 83680 
Tel: 208-288-0500 
Fax: 20R-28/~-0400 
A11arney for Claimant 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICE 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LEISA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
v. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREEMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE COMPANY, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Surety, ) 
..... _________________ D_e~k~n~da~n=B=,-------________________ ) 
Ie No.: 00-130269 
CLAIMANT LEISA KNOWLTON'S 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDA.NT'S 
MOnON TO COMPEL mE 
COMES NOW Claimant Leisa Knowlton, by and through her attorney of record, and 
---
PAGE !'I3/10 
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o 
responds to Defendant's motion to compeJ attendance at an Independent Medical Examination in 
San Djego, California, as foUows: 
The Defendants brought this motion under the provisions ofIdaho Code § 72-433, Idaho 
Rule of Civil Procedure 35(a), Judicial Ru.les of Practice and Procedure VTI and IX, and have 
offered brnited docmnentary and factual support through defense counsel's affidavit. 
Idaho Code § 72-433 states in pertinent part: 
SUBMISSION OF INJURED EMPLOYEE 10.MEDICAL EXAMINATION OR 
PHYSICAL REHABILITA nON. 
CLAIMANT'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANTS MOTION TO 
CO~ELU4EATTENDANCE 
09/22/2005 16:30 2El8288El4El TRDUPIS LAW OFFICE 
(1) After an injury or contraction of atl occupational disease and during the period 
of disability the employee, jf requested by the employer or ordered by the 
commission, shall submit himself for examinatic:m at reasonable times and 
pJaces to a duly qualified physician or surgeon. The employee shall be 
reimbursed for his expenses of necessary travel and subsisten.ce 1.0 submjtting 
himself for any such examination and for loss of wages, jf any. For purposes 
of this section, the reimbursement for loss of wages shall be at the einployee's 
then current rate of pay ifthe employee is then working; otherwise, such 
reimbursement shall be at the total temporary disability rate. Reimbut"seme.nt 
for travel expenses, if the employee utilizes a private vebjc.le, shall be at the 
mileage rate allowed by the state board of examiners for state employees; 
provided, however. that the employee shall not be reimbursed for the first 
fifteen (15) miles of any round trip, nor for traveling any round trip distance 
of fifteen (15) miles or Jess. Such distance shall be calculated by the shortest 
practicaJ route of travel. 
(2) The employee shall have the right to have a physician or surgeon 
designafed and paid by himself present at an examination by a physician 
or surgeon 50 designated by tbe employer. Such right. however, shall not be 
construed to deny the employer's designated physician or surgeon the right to 
visit the injured employee during reasonable times and under a11 reasonable 
conditi.ons during disability. The employee and the examining physician shall 
have the right to have an audio recording of any examination, but may have a 
video recording only if the examining physician and the employee consent. 
PAGE 04/10 
As noted by the Defendant, at page 5 of their Memorandum in Support of Motion 10 
Compel Claimant':; Attendance at 'ME (Memorandum), Idaho Rule ofCiviJ Procedure (IRCP) 
35(a) "was specifically incorporated into Idaho's worker's compensation law." 
1. Examination can only be bad at a reasonable place. 
Idaho Code §72-433 provides: 
" ... during tbe period of disabil ity the employee... shall suhm.it himself for examjnation 
at .reasonable times and places ... " 
Reasonableness is n.ot defined in the statute. However, it must be construed as reasonable 
for all of the parties, and not just for the Defendant. In other words, ifthe Defendant chooses a 
place that makes it financially iropossibl.e for the Claimant to have her physician or her. attorneys 
attend the examination, it is not a reasonable place. 
CT.,AIMANT'S RESPONSE 1'0 
DEFENDANTS MOTION TO 
CONWELUKEATTENDANCE 2 
09/22/2005 16:30 20828804 TROUPIS LAW OFFICE PAGE 05/10 
The Defendants have not chosen a reasonable place for the examination in. this case. 
There are several salient aspects of the Defendants' selection of a pJace and time for this 
examination that demonstrate its unrea~onablen.ess. The Defendants are obligated to show that 
requiring Lesia Knowlton to travel to San Diego California, in a manner known to he harmful to 
her, is reasonable. The moving papers avoid entirely the reasonahlene.'ts mandate of the statute, 
The n.ub of counsel's motion can be boiled down to this sentence, "Defendants' contend that 
there have been no 'travel' restrictions i.ssued preventing Claimant from attending the J1vIE by 
any of her treating physicians. "Memorandum page 3. 
It is important to understand that M.rs. Knowlton is not refusing to submit to an 
IME by a physicia.n of Defendants' choosing. It is the unreasonableness ofthe place, the mode 
of travel selected by the Defendants, and the financial burden that prevents her counsel andlor 
physjcian from attending that are objectionable. These three factors mandate a selection of a 
different place for an. examination. 
Examine the Defendants' demands in context and the clearly tmreasonable nature of them 
is manifest. Defendants' would require Mrs. Knowlton to fly to San Diego, ride in taxis and stay 
in motels over the course of a three day trip. 
"Claimant's allegation that she cannot fly or travel in anything other than a 
hypoal1ergenic motor home is wi.thout foundation or medical support. On September 28, 
2004, Defendants took CJaimant's deposition and the possibility of a medical evaluation 
in San. Diego was specifically discussed. See Pappas Affidavit, .Exhibit "E", p. 225, U. 
7-22. She noted that it was het preference that she would rather fly than have someone 
driver her to San Diego. It!. There is no mention in her testimony that she was (or ever 
has been) restricted from flyin.g." Defendants' Memo, pp. 5-6. 
The testimony in Exhibit "E~', p. 225. Ll. 7-22 actuaUy states the following: 
"Q. Ifl were to send you to San Diego, would you want to drive with somebody as 
opposed to flying? 
A. Send me to San Diego? 
Q. For a medical evaluation. 
CLAIMANT'S RESPONSE TO 
DEF.ENDANTS MOTION TO 
COMPE.L IME ATIENDANCE 3 
t?3 
0'3/22/2005 16: 30 288288848 TROUPIS LAW OFFICE PAGE 06/H) 
A. Boy, I don't know. 
Q. I mean. you have problems on airplanes. 
A. That's kind of what I'm tbinkio.g. I don't want to drive tbat long in traffic on 
tbe freeway. 
Q. How about if you were in first class so everything flows backwards? 
A. That might make a differen.ce .. I'd rather fly because oHhe timeframe, but I 
don't want to have to go through what I went through the last time. I was p;etty 
terrified. " 
Defense counsel's statement, "I mean, you have problems on airplanes" is a reference to 
Mrs. Knowlton's prior testimony at page 211, lines 6-17. 
"Q. Did you and your husband fly down? 
A Yes. 
Q. And you drove back? 
A. And we drove back) yes. 
Q. Did you have any trouble flying? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What was your problem? 
A J:he fumes. tbe sprays, the close quarters with other pe9ple. At one point, they 
bad sprayed a buneh of this citrus smelling nasty in the bathroom. That really set 
me off. They bad to move me u..p front where the oxygen was.~' 
Defense counsel's statement that the Claimant is 'not restricted from flying' is mi.sleading 
by om.ission. Counsel was certainly made aware of Mrs. Knowlton's prior problem with flying 
but did not advise the Commission in its moti.on of this important fact. Most passengers do not 
require administIation .of .oxygen during a flight; and the need f.or .oxygen on a flight can be a life 
tbreatenin.g event Surely the Defendants have n.o desire t.o cause Mrs. Knowlt.on to face that kind 
of te.rrO.T. 
Defendants c.ontend that because Mrs. Knowlt.on has made a drive t.o Utah in a family 
car~ her respo.tlse t.o the demand for a San Diego WE is unreasonable .- that if she must go t.o 
San Diego f.or an IME, that she make the trip in a hypoallergenic motorh.ome. There is 
substantial support for Mrs. Knowlton's reSP.onse. A drive t.o Utah is a one-day trip that takes 
.only a few hours, and Mrs. Kn.owlton is ab.le t.o stay with famny .or friends there. A trip t.o San 
CLA.IMANT'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANTS MOTION TO 
COMPEL )ME ATTENDANCE 4 
09/22/20B5 16:3B 208288040 TRDUPIS LAW OFFICE PAGE 137/113 
Diego for an IME is at .least two and probably three days' trip. Making the trip in a lnotorhome 
avoids known environmental/atmospheric dangers of the recirculated air in a commercial airliner 
and cleaning compounds and other respiratory irritants used in motels that might result in a 
reactive airway emergency. 
The Defendants' demands as to the place of examination, the mode of travel, and the 
accommodations dwing the trip present patently known, unreasonable and potentially life-
threatening conditions. simply to attend an IME that could just as easily be scheduled closer to 
this jurisdiction. The Claimant therefore asks this Commission to deny Defendants moti.on and 
to protect her from this wanton and oppressive discovery method. 
2. The Code provides only for examination by an Idaho licensed physician. 
" ... during the period of disability the employee, ...• shaH submit himself for examination. 
at reasonable times and places to a duly qualified physician or surgeon." 
The "duly qualified physician or surgeon" refers to a physician or qualified mental. :health 
professional as deti.ned by Idaho Code §6-190J, as outlined in lRCP 35(a). IC §6-1901(A) limits 
the class of physicians or qualified mental health professionals to those individuals licensed by 
the Idaho Board of Medicine. Mrs. Knowlton does not have enough jnfonnation to mount a 
cballenge to the medical credentials of Dr. Munday, especially since her counsel have not had 
the opportunity to depose him. But he is not licensed in. the State ofldaho, and statutes created at 
least in part for the protection of a Claimant must be strictly construed in their favor. Idaho Code 
§72-433 is such a statute. 
Tn.e intent ofIC Section 72-433(2) i.s to protect an employee compelled to undergo a 
medical examination by physicians whom he or she did not seJect against pote.ntiai intrusive 
questions and techniques." Brewer v. La Crosse Health & Nehab., 138 Idaho 859, 71 P.3d 45& 
CLAIl\IIANT'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANTS MOTION TO 
COMPEL IME ATTENDANCE 
0/ 
09/22/2065 15 :30 2082880400 TROUPIS LAW OFFICE PAGE 0B/10 
(2003) Since Dr, Munday is not hcensed to practice in, fdaho and therefore not "a duly qualified 
physician" under IRCP Rule 35(a), Defendants cannot compel Mrs. Knowlton to attend an IME 
conducted by him. 
3. The Defendants' proposed e~8mination invalidates the legislatively mandated protection 
8,ffoTded 8 Claimant to have her own physician (or attorney) attend the IME. 
Ie §72-433 (2) provides: 
"The employee shall have the right to have II physician or surgeon designated and paid 
by himself present at an examination by a physician or surgeon so designated by the 
employer. Such right, however, shall not be construed to deny tbe employer's des,ignated 
physician or surgeon the right to visit the injured employee during reasonable times and 
under all reasonable conditions during disability." 
By demanding that Mrs. Knowlton travel 1,000 m.iles away to submit to an exam.ination 
in San Diego, the Defendants intend to make it im.possibl.e for her to avail herseJf of the 
protections guaranteed to her by the legislature by having her physician and/or her attorneys 
attend the JME with her. Sec: Hewson v. Asker's Thrift Shop. 120 Idaho 164,814 P.2d 424, 
(1991), and Brewer. .. 'iupra. The Defendants simply do not have the right to frustrate that 
legislative safeguard by scheduling the lME at a distant place. 
Nor should the Defendants' claim. of financial hards.ltip be given any weight. Although 
they assert that it would be prohibitively expensive for Dr. Munday to travel to Idaho, that 
ignores the fact tbat if he conducts an 1ME in San Diego, Mrs. Knowlton's coun.sel will have to 
travel there twice, .- once to attend the !ME and again to depose Dr. Munday. The financial 
burden would be just as great upon the C.laimant as the Defendants. 
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DEFENDANTS CLAIM OF PREJUDICE IS MISPl,ACED. 
The Defendants have not been prejudiced in any respect. Mrs. Knowlton has always 
stood ready and willing to comply with the requirements of Idaho law. In that regard, she will 
submit to an IME at a 'reasonable place and time,' by a 'duly qualified physician.' 
While the Defendants may claim that it is too costly to .nod an adequately trained and 
qualified physicjan here in Idaho who can evaluate Mrs. Knowlton's complex medical condi,tion, 
she is already painfulJy aware ofthe difficulties and costs in, obtaining qualified medical 
personne,1 to assess and address these medical issues. She .ha$ been living with them for some 
time, and has exclusively borne the financial burden of her treatment due to the Defendants' 
arbitrary, UDJeasonable, and punitive denial of aU medical ben,efits, Now the Defendan,ts seek to 
impose yet another unreasonable threat to her health, and deny her a basic protecti.on enacted by 
the .Idaho Legislature. 
CONCLUSION 
Claimant asks this Commission to deny Defendants' motion and to issue an appropriate 
protective order shielding her from the unreasonable demands and requirements currently being 
imposed upon her regarding her submission to an out-of-state !ME by a physician not qualified 
to practice medicine within this jurisdiction. 
Dated: September 22, 2005 
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DEFENDANTS! REPLY TO CLAIMANrS RESPONSE TO MOTION TO COMPEL IME 
ATTENDANCE - 1 
I. THE EXAMINATION AS SCHEDULED IS "REASONABLE" 
AS DEFINED UNDER I.C. § 72-433(1). 
Claimant objects to traveling to San Diego by air and staying in a local motel, 
asserting that the travel arrangements are unreasonable based on her fragile medical 
condition. She attempts to justify her objection by referring to a number of subjective 
statements made during her depositions. Claimant has failed to provide the 
Commission with any objective medical findings or restrictions from her treating 
physicians which limit her travel. 
Claimant's argument is further undermined by the fact that she has been 
traveling to Salt Lake City, Utah for at least the last four years to be treated by a 
specialist there. Claimant's counsel contends that one of her Salt Lake trips is usually 
a "one-day trip that takes only a few hours, and [Claimant] is able to stay with family 
or friends there." See, Claimant's Response to Defendants' Motion to CompellME 
Attendance, p. 4. This is an interesting statement as the trip from Fairfield, Idaho to 
Salt Lake City is over 290 miles and would take at least five hours to drive at normal 
highway speeds. Comparing that trip to the travel time required to fly from Boise to 
San Diego and travel to the hotel is fairly similar. There is also no indication that 
staying with her relatives places her at any less risk for problems than staying in a 
hotel. 
Defendants are also highly suspicious of Claimant's allegations that she can 
only travel in the protective bubble of a "hypoallergenic motor home." Again, 
Claimant's counsel, in response to the Motion to Compel, has failed to present any 
objective medical opinions which mandate that she travel in such a way. Although a 
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trip to San Diego may be a departure from Claimant's day-to-day activities, there is 
no foundation to assert that a three-day trip will harm her in any way. The travel 
arrangements were made to ensure Claimant had adequate time following the trip 
down and after the examination to prepare for the trip back. 
II. CLAIMANT IS REQUIRED TO SUBMIT FOR AN 
EXAMINATION BY ANY DULY QUALIFIED PHYSICIAN 
DESIGNATED BY DEFENDANTS. 
Defendants are legally authorized to require Claimant to submit to an 
independent medical examination performed by Dr. Munday. It is undisputed that the 
Industrial Commission retains exclusive jurisdiction over all actions and claims which 
involve issued relating to a worker's injury or the worker's compensation laws, unless 
the Legislature specifically otherwise provides. Quick Transport, Inc. v. Miller, 134 
Idaho 240, 243-44, 999 P.2d 895 (2000). Interpreting worker's compensation 
statutes is an area of expertise belonging to the Industrial Commission, thus indicating 
policy reasons supporting judicial deference. Hamilton v. Reeder Flying Services, 135 
Idaho 568, 573, 21 P.3d 890 (2001). The authority granted to administrative 
agencies such as the Industrial Commission to administer the statutes before it is 
"impliedly clothed with the power to construe the law." Hamilton v. Reeder Flying 
Services, 135 Idaho at 571 (citation omitted). Claimant's hyper-technical, subjective 
interpretation of the need for an Idaho licensed physician is illogical and self-defeating 
Taken to their logical extent, no claimant or defendant would ever be able to utilize an 
out-of-state physician or medical expert in any aspect of a case before the Idaho 
Industrial Commission. The incongruous nature of this position is only further 
highlighted by the fact that in this case Claimant is relying upon a physician and 
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reputed specialist practicing in the State of Utah who is not licensed in the State of 
Idaho. Under Claimantfs nebulous interpretation, she does not have any medical 
standing in this case because the vast majority of the treatments and opinions have 
been generated by a physician not licensed to practice in Idaho. Claimant's purported 
stance contravenes all relevant statutes, administrative regulations, rules of civil of 
procedure, as well as administrative and judicial interpretation thereof. 
It will not be presumed that the Legislature enacted a superfluous statute. Dohl 
v. PSF Industries, Inc., 127 Idaho 232 (273), 899 P.2d 445 (1995). Statutes are to 
be construed to give force and effect to every part of the provision. Ada County v. 
Roman Catholic Diocese, 123 Idaho 425, 428, 849 P.2d 98 (1993). The Idaho 
Worker's Compensation Act provides, in pertinent part: 
Definitions. - Words and terms used in the worker's 
compensation law, unless the context otherwise 
requires ... 
Idaho Code § 72-102 (emphasis added). 
* * * 
Submission of employee to medical examination of 
physical rehabilitation. - (1) After an injury or contraction 
of an occupational disease and during the period of 
disability, the employee, if requested by the employer or 
ordered by the commission, shall submit himself for 
examination at reasonable times and places to a duly 
qualified physician or surgeon. 
Idaho Code § 72-431 (1) (emphasis added). "Legislative enactments are to be 
interpreted in accord with 'common sense and reason"'. Smith v. Dept. of 
Employment, 100 Idaho 520, 522, 602 P.2d 18 (1979). liThe language and statutory 
terms contained in the statute will be construed according to their plain, obvious and 
DEFENDANTS' REPLY TO CLAIMANT'S RESPONSE TO MOTION TO COMPEL IME 
ATTENDANCE - 4 I -:2 'I 
rational meanings." Sweitzer v. Dean, 118 Idaho 568, 572, 798 P.2d 27 (1990) . 
Significantly, with the qualifier "unless the context otherwise requires", the Worker's 
Compensation Act unambiguously sets forth that definitions, including that of a 
"physician" as currently under § 72-102(24) are not all inclusive and must be 
adaptable to the specific provisions of the Act. 
Fortunately, the Industrial Commission has had occasion to unequivocally rule 
that participation, examination/evaluation, etc., by medical experts/physicians 
licensed to practice in a state other than Idaho is allowed, not only under the Worker's 
Compensation Act, but also under the Medical Practice Act as contained in Idaho 
Code § 52-1801, et al. See, McGee v. J.D. Lumber Co., 1999 IIC 0538 (1999); see 
also, Blancher v. Louisiana-Pacific Corp., 1993 IIC 0838 (1993) . In McGee, the 
presiding referee determined that while an expert psychologist was not licensed in the 
State of Idaho, he was duly licensed in the State of Washington where he treated 
clients. The presiding referee found that a narrow interpretation would lend a very 
provincial view of the Commission's ability to receive expertise in a hearing. McGee, 
1999 IIC at 0540 n.1 . 
In Blancher, the defendants contested an expert's qualifications because he 
was not licensed to practice in Idaho. The Industrial Commission found that Idaho 
Code § 54-1 804( 1) (b) allowed a person residing in another state or country authorized 
to practice law to "conduct a lecture, clinic, or demonstration ... so long as he does 
not open an office or appoint a place to meet patients or receive calls in this case .. . If 
The Commission determined that the Legislature differentiated between the passing of 
information formulated outside the state and the actual practice of medicine by an 
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unlicensed physician. In the Commission's interpretation, this differentiation also 
applied to psychologists whose testimony is given in a similar format as, or in lieu of, 
medical testimony. Further, the Commission did not interpret prior precedents so 
narrowly as to hold that because a medical expert was licensed in the State of Idaho, 
Idaho licensure was a mandatory prerequisite. According to the Industrial Commission, 
such an interpretation would lend a very provincial view to its ability to receive 
expertise in a hearing. Blancher, 1993 IIC at 0844 n.9. 
By virtue of the legislative authority vested pursuant to § §72-508 and 72-707, 
the Industrial Commission has also adopted and promulgated rules specifically 
expanding their treatment and interpretation of the term "physician". Specifically, 
J.R.P. 10 defines physician as meaning "(1) a 'physician' is defined by Idaho Code 
§ 72-102(21 )[sicJ or (2) a practitioner of medicine or any of the healing arts or sciences 
duly licensed as such in another state. J.R.P. 10(E)(1). In interpreting Rule 10(E)(1), 
the Industrial Commission specifically held that it "expressly expands the definition of 
physician to include a practitioner of medical licensed in another state." Johnson v. 
Asarco, Inc., 1993 IIC 1345, 1346 (1993). Notably, the Idaho Supreme Court has 
acknowledged and referenced this expanded "physician" definition during deliberations. 
See, Lorca-Merono v. Yokes, 137 Idaho 446, 468, n.3, 50 P.3d 461 (2002). 
As with the other purported arguments, Claimant's reliance upon I.R.C.P. 35(a) 
is not only misplaced but also serves to bolster Defendants' position. Specifically, 
I.R.C.P. 35(a) provides, in relevant part, that: 
The court in which the action is pending may order the 
party to submit to a physical or mental health examination 
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by a physician or a qualified mental health professional as 
defined in section 6-1 901 ... 
I.R.C.P. 35(a) (emphasis added). First, Claimant's reliance upon § 6-1901 as a means 
of limiting "physicians" to those licensed in Idaho is totally inappropriate as that 
Chapter deals exclusively with mental health professionals. Seer I.C. § 6-1901, et al. 
Notably, even if § 6-1901 applied, the Industrial Commission already resoundingly 
rejected such a narrow interpretation for purposes of the Idaho Worker's 
Compensation Act under McGee and Blancher. Dr. Munday is not a mental health 
professional and thus I.C. § 6-1901 is wholly inapplicable. Next, the unambiguous 
wording of I.R.C.P. 35(a) authorizes examination by a "physician" without any 
qualifications or restrictions on licensure in the State of Idaho. As such, the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure specifically authorize Defendants to require Claimant to 
submit to an IME performed by Dr. Munday. 
The unambiguous statutory language set forth in the Idaho Worker's 
Compensation Act, as well as the administrative and judicial interpretation thereof, 
allows IME's to be conducted by physicians holding licenses in states other than 
Idaho. Moreover, the Industrial Commission, pursuant to its grant of legislative 
authority, has specifically expanded the definition of "physician" to encompass a 
practitioner of medicine duly licensed in another state. Further, the Idaho Rules of 
Civil Procedure allow for independent medical evaluations by physicians without Idaho 
licensing strictures. As such, Claimant failed to present any viable legal or factual 
basis for precluding an IME performed by Dr. Munday. Thus, Claimant's assertions 
as to "duly qualified physician" amounts to little more than disjointed boot-strapping 
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and directly contravenes well-established statutory interpretation as well as 
administrative and judicial precedent. Therefore, Claimant is required to submit to an 
IME performed by Dr. Munday in California. 
III. CLAIMANT MISINTERPRETS THE LEGISLATURE'S 
INTENT REGARDING THE ATTENDANCE OF HER 
ATTORNEY AT AN IME. 
Claimant asserts that Idaho Code § 72-433(2) establishes a right for an injured 
employee to have her attorney present at an IME. Unfortunately for Claimant[ the 
Code does not mention whether an attorney can attend, and only discusses the 
attendance of a physician of her choice. Nothing in the statute prevents a claimant 
from bringing an attorney or other third party to observe an IME. Hewson v. Asker's 
Thrift Shop, 120 Idaho 162[ 167[ 814 P.2d 424, 427 (1991). The statute merely 
ensures that a physician may attend. Brewer v. La Crosse Health & Rehab, 138 Idaho 
859,863, 71 P.3d 458[ 462 (2003). 
There is no indication that the legislature intended that the employer ensure 
opposing counsel is financially able to attend an IME. Claimant seems to suggest that 
Defendants' counsel chose to utilize Dr. Munday for the primary reason that he was 
located in San Diego. Defendants object to this mischaracterization and the fact that it 
insinuates Defendants are attempting to prohibit counsel from attending an IME and 
post-hearing deposition. Claimant's counsel should have understood from the outset 
of accepting representation of such a complex case that it would result in certain costs 
not generally associated with simpler matters. 
As has been previously argued, Claimant's complex condition limits the number 
of qualified physicians that can adequately review all of her alleged complaints. 
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Claimant understands this problem well, as she has been seeing a specialist in Utah for 
many years. Defendants will be required to incur the expense of deposing Claimant's 
treating physicians, wherever they may be located and there is no justification in the 
Code for Defendants to prevent Claimant from seeing the specialist in Utah. 
Claimant's argument that her counsel would be forced to travel to San Diego 
twice is an exaggeration. Defendants fully intended to take the post-hearing 
deposition testimony of Dr. Munday via telephone. This certainly would reduce the 
costs for all involved and would alleviate the need to travel to San Diego a second 
time. 
IV. CONCLUSION. 
Based on the foregoing, Defendants assert that the necessity of sending 
Claimant to Dr. Munday in San Diego is apparent due to complexity of her current 
condition. The travel arrangements made for her are entirely reasonable as prescribed 
under Idaho Code § 72-433(1). There is no medical foundation for Claimant to assert 
that she is unable to travel by plane or taxi. In fact, the record shows that she has 
made numerous trips to her treating physician in Utah without any reported trouble. 
She definitely has not established that she needs to travel in a hypoallergenic motor 
home or stay in a special facility, as she often travels in other people's cars or stays at 
the homes of her friends or family. 
It is clear from the case law that Defendants are entitled to utilize a doctor who 
is licensed outside of the State of Idaho. Claimant's narrow interpretation of the Code 
defies unambiguous statutory language, as well as judicial interpretation thereof and 
common sense. To adopt Claimant's logic would result in future claimants and 
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employers being prevented from using any doctors outs ide of the State of Idaho, 
which clearly was not intended by the Legislature when they promulgated Idaho Code 
§ 72-433(2). 
There is no precedent to support Claimant's assertion that her attorney is 
entitled to attend the IME in San Diego. She is certainly able to have, at her own 
expense, her own physician or other third party attend at her own expense to observe 
the IME. Defendants respectfully request that Claimant be ordered to attend the IME 
as scheduled. iJ'Y .  _ 
~ 
DATED this lb day of September, 2005. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & 
/ 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 1(} day of August, 2005, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing DEFENDANTS' REPLY TO CLAIMANT'S RESPONSE TO 
MOTION TO COMPEL IME ATTENDANCE by delivering the same to each of the 
following, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Christ T. Troupis 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, Idaho 83680 
[ J U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ J Hand-Delivered 
[ J Dvernight Mail [~ Facsim"le - 288-04 
DEFENDANTS' REPLY TO CLAIMANT'S RESPONSE TO MOTION TO COMPEL IME 
ATTENDANCE - 10 
. ------
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, ) 
Claimant, ) 
v. ) 
) 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
and ) 
) 
FREMONT COMPENSATION ) 
WSURANCECOMPANY, ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
and ) 
) 
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IC 00-030269 
ORDER ON MOTIONS 
FILED 
SEP 2 7 2005 
On September 26, 2005, the Referee conducted a telephone conference with all parties 
represented. During the telephone conference, the Referee considered Claimant's Motion for 
Protective Order filed September 16, 2005, and Defendants' response thereto filed September 19, 
2005; and Defendants' Motion to Compel Claimant's Attendance at IME and Request for 
Telephone Conference filed September 19, 2005; and any other response and motions thereto. 
Pursuant to the telephone conference, the Referee 
HEREBY ORDERS that Claimant's Motion for Protective Order is DENIED. 
FURTHERMORE, Defendants' Motion to Compel Attendance is GRANTED. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this~7 rb- day of September, 2005. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
. ----
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on ;)7 tt- day of September, 2005, . a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing ORDER ON MOTIONS was S~nthyl:Il'C~imile, 1ri1l~6iiiePiobess ONLY upon 
each of the following: 
Christ T. Troupis Fax #: 288-0400 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, ID 83680 
Alan K. Hull 
P.O. Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707 
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Fax #: 344-5510 
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REQUEST FOR CALENDARING 
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tit':} 
COME NOW the Defendants, by and through their undersigned counsel of record, 
and request the Commission calendar this matter for hearing as follows: 
1. Statement of readiness: Defendants believe this matter will be ready for 
hearing after November 7,2006. 
2. Issues to be heard: When the matter is ready for hearing, the following 
issues should be heard: 
a. The extent that Claimant's condition preexisted her injury and 
apportionment thereto; 
b. Whether Claimant's present complaints are a proximate result 
of her alleged exposure; 
c. The extent of Claimant's PPI and/or PPD; 
d. Whether Claimant is entitled to additional TTD's and/or 
medical benefits; 
e. Whether Claimant is entitled to retraining benefits; and 
f. Whether Claimant is entitled to attorney fees. 
3. Location of hearing: Hailey/Ketchum/Sun Valley, Idaho. 
4. Unavailable dates: Counsel for Defendants has no time available for hearing 
prior to November 7, 2006. Thereafter, counsel is unavailable November 16-17, December 
1-8,14-15,26,2006, January 2-5,18-19, February 1-7,15-16, and March 1-6 and 15-16, 
2007. Counsel is available at any other time. 
5. Length of hearing: One day, plus post-hearing depositions. 
6. Settlement negotiations: It is unknown whether this matter will settle prior 
to hearing. 
REQUEST FOR CALENDARING - 2 
(if ~ 
7. Assignment to the Commissioners: There is no need to assign this matter 
to the full Commission. 
8. Whether a translator or assisted device is necessary: No translator or 
assisted device is necessary. 
9: Other: Because attorneys' calendars are constantly changing, the available 
dates which are given in this Request may not be available at the time the matter is 
calendared for hearing. Counsel for Defendants would request that the Commission 
conduct a status conference prior to setting a hearing date for the purpose of setting 
hearing and to ensure that the issues listed in the Notice of Hearing are correct. Counsel 
for Defendants believes a conference will avoid setting the hearing on unavailable dates 
and avoid mista~ in regards to the issues to be heard 
DATED this ~y of May, 2006. 
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CERTIFICATE ",?F SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ of May, 2006, I served a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing REQUEST FOR CALENDARING by delivering the same to each of the 
following , by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS & SUMMERS, CHTD. 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, Idaho 83680 
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Tel: 208-288-0500 
Fax: 208-288-0400 
Attorney for Claimant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LEISA KNOWLTON, ) 
) 
Claimant, ) 
) 
v. ) 
) 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
FREEMONT COMPENSA nON ) 
INSURANCE COMPANY, ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
~endan~, ) 
IC No.: 00-030269 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR 
CALENDARING 
cn ..;? 
C) 
Comes now Claimant, by and through her attorney of record and hereby submits a Response 
to Defendants' Request for Calendaring a bearing in the above-entitled action: 
1. Claimant will be prepared to proceed with hearing after November 7, 2006. 
2. Issues: 
a. The extent that Claimant's condition preexisted her injury and 
apportionment thereto; 
b. Whether Claimant's present complaints are a proximate result of her 
alleged exposure; 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR CALENDARING--I 
lUC-? 
C. The extent of Claimant's PPI and/ or PPD; 
d. Whether Claimant is entitled to additional TTD's and/or medical 
beneftis; 
e. Whether Claimant is entitled to retriaing benefits; and 
f. Whether Claima is entitled to attorneys fees. 
3. Location of Hearing: HaileylKetchumlSun Valley, Idaho. 
4. Uaavailable dates: November 20 - 30, 2006, December 4-8,25-29,2006, 
January 1-5,22-26,2007, February 6-9, 2007. 
5. Length of Hearing: One (1) day. 
6. Settlement negotiations have not been conducted 
7. Case should be heard as follows: 
by the full Commission. 
X by Referee. 
as the Commission desires. 
8. No translator or assisted devise is necessary. 
9. Claimant's counsel concurs that a conference call to schedule the hearing would be 
helpful. 
Dated: .June 16,2006. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR CALENDARING--2 
Christ T. Troupis 
Attorney for Claimant 
Leisa Knowlton 
r 1'1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY certifY that on June 16,2006, I caused to serve a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing Response to Request for Calendaring in the above referenced case by fIrst class u.s. mail, 
postage prepaid, upon the following: 
Alan Hull 
Matthew Pappas 
Anderson, Julian & Hull, LLP 
POBox 7426 
Boise, ID 83707-7426 
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BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, ) 
IC 00-030269 -?r Claimant, ) 
v. ) 
) 
WOOD RNER MEDICAL CENTER, ) NOTICE OF HEARING 
) 
Employer, ) 
and ) 
) 
FREMONT COMPENSATION ) 
INSURANCE COMPANY, ) F I LED 
) 3 Surety, ) 
and ) 
) 
IDAHO INSURANCE ) 
GUARANTY ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a hearing will be held in the above-entitled matter 
Twin Falls Field Office, 1411 Falls Avenue East, Suite 915, City of Twin Falls, County of 
Twin Falls, State of Idaho, on the following issues: 
1. Whether the condition for which Claimant seeks benefits was caused by 
the alleged industrial exposure. 
2. Whether apportionment for a pre-existing condition pursuant to Idaho 
Code § 72-406 is appropriate. 
3. Whether and to what extent Claimant is entitled to the following benefits: 
a) Temporary partial and/or temporary total disability benefits 
(TPD/TTD); 
b) Permanent partial impairment (PPI); 
NOTICE OF HEARING - 1 
c) Disability in excess of impairment; 
d) Retraining; 
e) Medical care; and 
f) Attorney fees. 
DATED this ~day of June, 2006. 
Christ T. Troupis 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, ID 83680 
AlanK. Hull 
P.O. Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707 
E-MAIL to Court Reporter: 
Connie Stone @ conniestone4601@msn.com 
db 
NOTICE OF HEARING - 2 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
Douglas A.'ponohue, Referee 
l :)l:) 
ORIGINAL 
Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone : (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull - ISB No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas - ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
"-- I~~~ I 
c; 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDA¥1o ~ 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
C ) N 
2: --.J 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
MOTION TO VACATE AND RESET 
HEARING 
COME NOW, the Defendants, by and through their undersigned counsel of 
record, and move to vacate the hearing set for December 12, 2006, on the basis that 
MOTION TO VACATE AND RESET HEARING - 1 
I,e:; l 
defense counsel already has a hearing set in the case of Smith v. Gem State Staffing 
for that same date. The hearing in that case will begin at 9 a.m. and be held in Idaho 
Falls before the honorable Rinda Just. 
The Defendants will then ask the hearing officer to have their staff set up a 
status conference so that a date that is available for all parties can be selected. The 
defendants had asked that in the original response to request for calendaring because 
the calendar of defense counsel, as well as Claimant's counsel, are constantly 
changing. What was available at the time the response was filed may not be available 
at the time the hearing is set. There is no way to deal with that other than to have a 
status conference or to receive hearing notice and move to vacate should the matter 
conflict with another previously set hearing. 
The Defendants do have available for hearing the week of December 18,2006, 
January 16-18, January 23-25, and all of March of 2007. 
DATED this' day of July, 2006. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
MOTION TO VACATE AND RESET HEARING - 2 
~ 
Alan K. Hull, Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this -i day of July, 2006, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing MOTION TO VACATE AND RESET HEARING by delivering the 
same to each of the following, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS & SUMMERS, CHTD. 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, Idaho 83680 
MOT/ON TO VACATE AND RESET HEARING - 3 
[Xi] U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[ 1 Hand-Delivered 
[ J Overnight Mail 
[ 1 Facsimile 
a---
Alan K. Hull 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, ) 
Claimant, ) 
v. ) 
) 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
and ) 
) 
FREMONT COMPENSATION ) 
INSURANCE COMPANY, ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
and ) 
) 
IDAHO INSURANCE ) 
GUARANTY ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
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IC 00-030269-() 
ORDER VACATING AND 
RESETTING HEARING 
F f LED 
NOV 2 2 2006 
r~JDUSTRIAL COMMISS!O?! 
On November 17, 2006, the Referee conducted an informal telephone conference, with 
all parties represented. Pursuant to the conference, the Referee considered Defendants' Motion 
to Vacate and Reset Hearing and any response thereto, and 
HEREBY ORDERS that the hearing set for December 12, 2006, in the above-entitled 
matter is hereby VACATED, pursuant to request of counsel, and RESET for ',', , eH 8& 9, 
,0 DY~, in the Industrial Commission hearing room, 
317 Main Street, City of Boise, County of Ada, State of Idaho, on the following issues: 
1. Whether the condition for which Claimant seeks benefits was caused by 
the alleged industrial exposure. 
2. Whether apportionment for a pre-existing condition pursuant to Idaho 
Code § 72-406 is appropriate. 
3. Whether and to what extent Claimant is entitled to the following benefits: 
ORDER VACATING AND RESETTING HEARING - 1 
a) Temporary partial and/or temporary total disability benefits 
(TPD/TTD); 
b) Permanent partial impairment (PPI); 
c) Disability in excess of impairment; 
d) Retraining; 
e) Medical care; and 
f) Attorney fees. 
IT IS SO ORDE~. 
DATED this J.;) day of November, 2006. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
", ..... " , \." ." 
\~ .. , ~ =~\,\ D~~~e,Referee ~ ..; '" ~,\ \NDUS --, 
.... 1'.L> " 
.... * ............. -r/ . •• ~ .. ..~..,(" \ 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
\ 
~-< . . 
I hereby certify that on the ():;,.~ day of November, 2006, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing ORDER VACATING AND RESETTING HEARING was served by " TED 
' :r TES CE~TI.FIE:O ·MAIL upon each ofthe following: 
Christ T. Troupis 
P.O. Box 1367 
Meridian, ID 83680 
Alan K. Hull 
P.O. Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707 
R. Brad Masingill 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, ID 83671 
AND BY REGULAR UNITED STATES MAIL TO: 
M. Dean Willis, CCR 
P.O. Box 1241 
Eagle, ID 83616 
db 
ORDER VACATING AND RESETTING HEARING - 2 
Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull B ISB No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
l::f OmGI 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE 
ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
VACATE HEARING 
MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO VACATE HEARING-1 
COME NOW the Defendants, by and through their undersigned counsel of record , 
and move the Commission for an Order excluding Claimant's fact witnesses as identified in 
her February 22, 2007 disclosure on the grounds that Claimant failed to properly identify 
and explain what these witnesses' testimony would be in her discovery responses . 
Claimant has failed to supplement her discovery responses to describe accurately 
what these witnesses will testify to . Defendants are prejudiced to the extent that there is 
not adequate time to perform depositions of the listed individuals prior to hearing. 
Defendants also object to the sheer number of witnesses listed. Due to the fact that this 
matter is only scheduled for a two day hearing, there is not sufficient time to allow all 
witnesses to testify. 
Defendants also seek to exclude any expert testimony via post-hearing deposition 
from any individuals due to Claimant's failure to properly notice and identify any experts 
pursuant to Rule 10 of the Judicial Rules of Procedure. 
In the alternative that the Commission does not exclude Claimant's fact witnesses , 
Defendants request that the hearing be vacated and reset to allow Defendants time to 
depose those listed and to schedule adequate time for all of their testimony. Th is Motion is 
based upon the documents and pleadings on file herein and upon the Memorandum in 
Support thereof filed contemporaneously herewith. 
Defendants request that a telephone conference be scheduled to expedite this 
matter. 
MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO VACATE HEARING - 2 
DATED this :; & day of February, 2007. 
By: 
an K. , Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~ day of February, 2007, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
VACATE HEARING by delivering the same to each of the following, by the method indicated 
below, addressed as follows: 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS & SUMMERS, CHTD. 
1299 E. Iron Eagel, Suite 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
rXJ 
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U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand-Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand-Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO VACATE HEARING - 3 
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Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull B ISB No. : 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs . 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE 
ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
VACATE HEARING 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
VACATE HEARING - 1 
--
COME NOW the Defendants, by and through their undersigned counsel of record, 
and hereby submit this Memorandum in Support of Motion to Exclude or in the alternative 
Motion in Limine: 
I. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 
1. On July 24, 2003, Defendants served via mail to Claimant's counsel their First 
Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents and Things, which 
requested that Claimant identify the names, addresses and telephone numbers of each 
witness she intended to call at hearing in this matter and describe in detail the testimony 
she expected each witness to give. 
2. On October 2, 2003, Claimant's counsel responded to the above discovery 
requests and listed over ninety-eight (98) potential witnesses. These were essentially 
every person she had ever had contact with during her work at numerous jobs over the 
years. Claimant in no way specified which of these individuals would actually testify, nor 
did she describe in detail their potential testimony. 
3. On February 23, 2007, Claimant fax filed her Disclosure of Witnesses for 
Hearing, listing twenty-three (23) potential witnesses, but omitting their current addresses 
and telephone numbers. Claimant also failed to provide any details regarding the expected 
testimony from these witnesses. 
4. As of the date of this Memorandum, Claimant has not filed any formal notices 
for post-hearing depositions of her experts with the Commission or the Defendants. 
5. The matter is presently scheduled for a two day hearing to begin on March 8, 
2007, in Boise, Idaho. The Rule 10 deadline was Friday, February 23,2007. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
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II. STANDARD OF REVIEW 
A Motion in Limine enables a judge to rule on evidence without first exposing it to 
the jury, thus avoiding juror biases that may be occasionally generated by objections to 
evidence during a trial and allows counsel, on both sides, to make strategic decisions 
before the trial concerning the context and order of evidence to be presented. Davidson 
v. Beco Corp. , 112 Idaho 560, 563, 733 P.2d 781, 784 (1986). Claimant is required 
pursuant to I.RC.P. 26 to identify her witnesses and their expected testimony prior to 
hearing. The fundamental purpose of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and the federal 
counterparts is to "secure the just, speedy and inexpensive determination of every action 
and proceeding." I.RC.P. 1(a). Idaho Rule 26 is identical to the Federal Rule 26(b)(4). To 
that end, disclosure enables all parties to an action to evaluate realistically the other side's 
position and not to "be left to grope blindly in the dark." Morse/Diesel, Inc. v. Fidelity & 
Deposit Co. of Maryland, 122 F.RO. 447, 450 (1988). The rules are designed to narrow 
and clarify the issues and to give the parties mutual knowledge of all relevant facts thereby 
preventing surprise. Schelak v. White Motor Co., 581 F.2d 1155, 1159 (5th Cir. 
1978)(citing Hickman v. Taylor, 329 U.S. 495 (1947». The discovery rules were precisely 
designated to prevent a "trial by ambush." Stoddard v. Ling-Temco-Vought,lnc., 513 F. 
Supp. 314, 324 (C .O. Cal. 1980). As one Court astutely, noted , "In short, Rule 26 
promotes fairness both in the discovery process and in trial. For Rule 26 to play its proper 
part in this salutary scheme, discovery must not be allowed to degenerate into a game of 
cat and mouse." Thibeault v. Square D Co., 960 F.2d 239, 244 (1 st Cir. 1992). 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
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Similarly, Rule 10 of the Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure requires that the 
parties designate which individuals they will elicit post-hearing deposition testimony from at 
least ten (10) days prior to hearing. This applies to all physicians and vocational experts 
that a particular party seeks to utilize in support or defense of their case. In accordance 
with the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, the Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure are to 
be construed "liberally to secure the just, speedy, and economical determination of all 
issues." J.R.P. 1. Without full disclosure, Defendants are unable to fully defend their 
interests or to present a viable case. 
III. ARGUMENT 
A. Claimant's fact witnesses should be excluded due to Claimant's failure 
to provide detailed information regarding their potential testimony. 
Defendants are entirely without knowledge as to what testimony will be elicited from 
the twenty-three fact witnesses identified by Claimant on the Rule 10 deadline. As the 
Commission is well aware, parties are under a duty to seasonably supplement their 
discovery responses as a matter progresses to trial or hearing. Idaho Rule of Civil 
Procedure 26(e) expressly requires that: 
"A party who has responded to a request for discovery with a response that 
was complete when made is under no duty to supplement the response to 
include information thereafter acquired, except as follows: 
(1) A party is under a duty seasonably to supplement the response 
with respect to any question directly addressed to (A) the identity 
and location of persons having knowledge of discoverable 
matters, and (8) the identity of each person expected to be called as 
an expert witness at trial, the subject matter on which the person is 
expected to testify, and the substance of the person's 
testimony. " 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
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I.R.C.P. 26(e) (emphasis added) . Claimant has given no information or indication as to the 
current locations of her twenty-three witnesses or any detail regarding how they will testify. 
Clearly, Claimant is attempting to hide within this list the actual individuals she 
means to call at hearing. Defendants do not have adequate time before the March 8, 
2007, hearing to contact these individuals and depose them regarding their testimony. 
Rule 26(e)(4) specifically provides that: 
"(4) If a party fails to seasonably supplement the responses as required in 
this Rule 26(e), the trial court may exclude the testimony of witnesses or 
the admission of evidence not disclosed by a required supplementation 
of the responses of the party." 
I.R.C.P. 26(e)(4) (emphasis added). Without assistance from the Commission, Defendants 
will be unable to adequately prepare for hearing as the testimony from these individuals will 
remain a mystery. 
The imposition of the sanction of exclusion of testimony for failure to timely 
supplement a discovery response rests in the sound discretion of the trial court. See 
Viehweg v. Thompson, 103 Idaho 265,'647 P.2d 311 (Ct. App. 1982). When the identity 
of a witness is tardily disclosed, the trial judge should request an explanation of the late 
disclosure, weigh the importance of the testimony in question, determine the time needed 
for preparation to meet the testimony, and consider the possibility of a continuance. See 
id. Defendants cannot contemplate what reasonable explanation Claimant could have for 
waiting until ten days before hearing to identify her witnesses. 
Claimant's initial tactic of identifying nearly 100 potential witnesses at the outset of 
this case is an abuse of the discovery process. Defendants have complied with the 
Judicial Rules of Procedure and seasonably identified their fact witnesses. In fact, 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
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depositions of these individuals were conducted in 2005. Claimant has had knowledge of 
their specific testimony for almost two years. The same candor has not been forthcoming 
from Claimant. 
As recently as January 26, 2007, Referee Taylor in Rory Roby v. Chester Barnett 
& Associated Logger's Exchange, I.C. Case No. 02-011476, refused to allow testimony 
from the wife of the claimant because claimant's counsel had failed to provided a detailed 
account of her testimony. The wife of the claimant had been identified by claimant's 
counsel only as part of their Rule 10 disclosure and counsel gave no indication as to what 
topics she would discuss. Referee Taylor determined this was insufficient and excluded 
any testimony from the claimant's wife. 
Therefore, Defendants respectfully request that Claimant's fact witnesses be 
excluded due to her failure to timely disclose and identify their testimony. 
B. In the event that the Commission does not exclude the witnesses, the 
March 8-9, 2007, hearing should be vacated. 
Should the Commission decide not to exclude the witnesses, Defendants request 
that the March 8-9,2007 hearing be vacated to allow them additional time to depose the 
listed witnesses and determine the extent of their testimony. Additionally, Defendants 
believe the hearing should be vacated due to the fact that two days is not sufficient time to 
hear testimony from Claimant's witnesses, let alone those witnesses timely disclosed by 
Defendants. There is absolutely no time between now and the hearing date to conduct 
twenty-three depositions of people who live in Hailey, Jerome, Gooding and Boise. This is 
especially true because Claimant has not provided the current addresses of these 
individuals and it would take some time to even locate them. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
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The short time available to provide notice to these witnesses coupled with necessity 
that they be served with a subpoena to ensure their attendance at a deposition makes it 
impossible to complete this process before the hearing. Again, Claimant's failure to 
disclose these individuals until the last possible moment, coupled with the fact that they 
designated so many witnesses, abuses the tenants of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 
and Judicial Rules of Practice. Claimant has ambushed Defendants and is attempting to 
play a game of cat and mouse that has been expressly forbidden by the case law. 
Claimant's failures to adhere to the rules justifies a reasonable continuance to aUowfurther 
discovery on Defendants' part. 
C. Should the Commission refuse to vacate the hearing, Defendants 
request that Claimant be precluded from taking any expert post-hearing 
depositions. 
As discussed above, Claimant has failed to provide notices for any expert post-
hearing depositions in violation of J.R.P. Rule 10. The Commission's Judicial Rules of 
Practice and Procedure allow for taking the post-hearing depositions of physicians and 
other experts as long as certain procedural requisites are satisfied . Specifically, the 
Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure provide in pertinent part: 
Notice of all depositions to be taken pursuant to this 
subsection must be filed with the Commission and served 
on all other parties not later than 10 days prior to the hearing. 
J.R.P. 10 (E)(2) (emphasis added). As with the majority of their other filings, Claimant's 
attorneys failed to comply with the procedural requisites with respect to noticing of any 
post-hearing depositions. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
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As Claimant's counsel is well aware, this specific Rule was applied in Villanueva v. 
Weiser Memorial Hospital, I.C. Case No. 00-000821, in which the presiding referee 
refused to allow claimant to submit additional evidence and to schedule the post-hearing 
deposition of a witness not previously designated to testify. Claimant's counsel had 
attempted to present evidence post-hearing through the use of supplemental discovery 
responses and intended to offer the testimony of a friend of the claimant. It was found 
claimant had failed to comply with the provisions of Rule 10 and the evidence and 
testimony were deemed inadmissible. 
As was the case in Villanueva, Claimant should be prevented from conducting any 
post-hearing depositions of her experts due to her failure to file any notices with the 
Commission or serve them on opposing counsel. Defendants believe Claimant may 
attempt to argue that her discovery responses identify her experts and their potential 
testimony and that she has constructively complied with Rule 10(E)(2). Even so, this 
should not be treated as sufficient to satisfy the requirements of the Rule. Additionally, in 
accord with the Supreme Court's Medrano decision, the ten-day post-hearing deposition 
deadline cannot be extended to rectify Claimant's untimely filing. 
It is well-recognized that the adoption of court promulgated rules was designed to do 
away with procedural "gamesmanship." See, Hamilton v. Rybar, 111 Idaho 396,399,724 
P.2d 132 (1986) (Bistline, dissenting). Moreover, the Industrial Commission is not at liberty 
to unilaterally disregard procedural mandates to allow the untimely submission of 
pleadings. See generally, Medrano v. Neibaur, 40 P.3d 125, 2002 Ida. LEXIS 8 (2002). 
Idaho civil case law is also replete with decisions where expert testimony is excluded when 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
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a party fails to comply with the discovery rules. See Carnell v. Barker Management, Inc., 
137 Idaho 322,328,48 P.3d 651,657 (2002) (affirming district court's striking of "expert's" 
affidavit for the failure to timely disclose the expert, where plaintiff had previously disclosed 
the expert as to another field (electrician), but not as to the subject matter that was the 
subject of the affidavit (fire origin expert)) . 
As a result, should the Commission decide that the hearing should proceed on 
March 8, 2007, Claimant should be precluded from taking any post-hearing depositions 
due to her failure to comply with J.R.P. Rule 10(E)(2). 
IV. CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing argument and authority, Defendants respectfully request 
that the Commission either grant Defendants' Motion to Exclude Claimant's Fact and 
Expert Witnesses, or in the alternative, grant the Motion to Vacate Hearing. 
DATED thisd0 day of February, 2007. 
By: / 
Alan K. Hu , the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this cib day of February, 2007, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR 
IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO VACATE HEARING by delivering the same to each of 
the following, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS & SUMMERS, CHTD. 
1299 E. Iron Eagel, Suite 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
~] 
[ ] 
~ 
~] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
o 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand-Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand-Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
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Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull B ISS No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
001001 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO · 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
EXCLUDE OR IN THE 
ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO 
VACATE HEARING 
SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE 
ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO VACATE HEARING-1 
. "' '1: 
fIn 
COME NOW the Defendants, by and through their undersigned counsel of record, 
and hereby submit this Supplemental Memorandum in Support of Motion to Exclude or in 
the alternative Motion in Limine: 
I. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 
1. At 5:30 P.M. on February 27, 2007, Defendants received from Claimant's 
counsel their Third Supplemental Responses to Interrogatories to Claimant. Said 
responses identified five additional potential witnesses . Again, Claimant did not provide a 
current phone number for these individuals . Additionally, four of the five witnesses (80bbi 
Hobbs, Frances Hobbs, Dawn Ingersol & Deanna Hoskinson) have never been previously 
disclosed as potential witnesses. See Exhibit "A." 
II. ARGUMENT 
Defendants supplement their initial objection to include those witnesses identified on 
February 27, 2007. Claimant's had ample opportunities to provide this information prior to 
the Rule 10 deadline and chose to wait until after the deadline had passed. Clearly, any of 
the witnesses identified in this supplemental disclosure should be stricken due to their late 
disclosure. Claimant has severely prejudiced Defendants' ability to prepare a reasonable 
defense to her claims. 
If she is allowed to continue naming witness after witness as she has done in 
violation of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and the Judicial Rules of Practice, the entire 
hearing process could degenerate into a long, drawn out fight over each and every witness. 
This would be a disservice to the system and not accomplish the Commissions goal of 
providing a just and streamlined approach to resolving worker's compensation disputes. 
SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE 
AL TERNATIVE MOTION TO VACATE HEARING - 2 
This last set of disclosures is clearly outside the timeframe contemplated by the 
Commission and the Rules of Civil Procedure. Clearly, these witnesses should be 
excluded and not allowed to offer any testimony at the hearing next week. In the 
alternative, Defendants again request that the hearing be continued so that they can 
schedule depositions to determine the true extent of these new witnesses' testimony. The 
five witnesses (along with the twenty-three previously listed) are spread across Idaho and 
one is in Nevada. Setting depositions of these individuals prior to the hearing date is next 
to impossible. 
Therefore, Defendants respectfully request that all of Claimant's fact witnesses be 
excluded due to her failure to timely disclose and identify their testimony. 
III. CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing argument and authority, Defendants respectfully request 
that the Commission either grant Defendants' Motion to Exclude Claimant's Fact and 
Expert Witnesses, or in the alternative, grant the Motion to Vacate Hearing. 
DATED this n day of February, 2007. 
ANDER/)' JULIAN & HULL LLP 
By: ~ 
Alan K. Hull, Of the Firm 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this -Xl day of February, 2007, I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
TO EXCLUDE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE MOTION TO VACATE HEARING by delivering the 
same to each of the following, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS & SUMMERS, CHTD. 
1299 E. Iron Eagel, Suite 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
[~ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[] Hand-Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
f(4 Facsimile 
[,XJ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[] Hand-Delivered 
[J Overnight Mail 
[;,d Facsimile 
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Christ T. Troupis, ISB No. 4549 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICE 
1299 E. Iron Eagle, Ste 130 
Post Office BOl: 2408 
Eagle, ID 83616 
Tel: 208-938-5584 
Fax: 208-938-5482 
R BRAD MASINGILL, ISB No. 2083 
Attorney at Law 
27 West Commercja.l Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Telephone # 1 (208) 414-0665 
Fax # 1 (208) 414-0490 
email brnasingiIl@hotmail.~om 
Attorneys for Claimant 
~ Mat thew Pappas 
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COMES NOW CLAIMANT Lesia Knowlton by and through her attomey of record, Christ 
T. Troupis, and Troupis Law Office, and R. Brad Masingill, Weiser, Idaho and hereby supplements 
Defendants' First Set ofInterrogatories to Claimant as follows: 
PRELIMINARY NOTE 
Claimant has not yet completed discovery in this matter and therefore does not possess 
complete information at the present time. Claimant reserves the right to supplement or amend any 
or all of the answers and responses contained herein once they have had an opportunity to complete 
discovery regarding the matters referred to in Defendant's Interrogatories to Claimant. 
RESPONSE TO PRELIMINARY STATEMENTS AND DEFINITIONS 
Claimant objects to any instmctions or requests set forth jn Defendanf s Preliminary 
Statement or Definitions which do not comply with and fall within the provisions of Rules 26, 
33, and 34, of the idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure of 
the Industrial Commjssion of the State of Idaho. More particularly, and without limitation, 
Claimant objects to instructions or requests which require him to undertake preparatio~ 
identification, or production of documents which are not within his control, or the compilation of 
data and information not authorized by the aforementioned rules. Claimant will comply strictly 
with the provisions of Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and Judjcial Rules of Practice and 
Procedure of the Industrial Commission of the State of Idaho in responding to the Defendant's 
Interrogatories. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 24: List the names, addresses and telephone numbers of each 
witness you intend to call at hearing in this matter. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 24: May Heacock, Fairfield, Idaho; Bobbj 
Hobbs, 851 Pole Line Road, Twin Falls, Idaho; Frances Hobbs, Twin Falls, Idaho; Dawn 
Ingersol, Elko, Nevada and Deanna Hoskinson, P. O. Box 592, Fairfield, Idaho. 
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O~/27/2007 0857 FTP ANDERSON ULIAN & HULL 
"' Matthsw Pappas I4J 003/005 
INTERROGATORY NO. 25: With regard to each individual listed in your answer to 
the immediately preceding interrogatory, describe jn detail the testimony you expect each 
witness to give at the hearing in this matter. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 25: With respect to May Heacock. she is 
expected to testify as to the condition of claimant bot h before and after the accident Mae is 
babysitter for claimant and has seen many of claimanh [lttacks and knows how claimant has had 
10 adjm;t to life since the accident Bobbi Hobbs is G): pC'cted to testify as t.o the conditiqn of 
claimant both before and after the accident. Frances Hobbs, has known claimant since accident 
and knows of the problems she has with breathing. with scents, etc. Dawn Ingersol, cousin to 
claimant, has known claimant all her life and knows there was no previous illnesses prior to 
accident. She knows the extent of claimant's problem I; now. Deanna Hoskinson will testify as to 
the effect of different scents, ie alcohol, cigarettes, on claimant. Deanna has known claimant for 
several years. 
Dated: February 26, 2007 
~ -.Y 
R. Brad Masingill 
Attorney for Claimant 
Leisa Knowlton 
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CERTIF1CATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY certiry that on February 26,2007, I caused to serve a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing Third Supplement Response to InteIT~gatories to Claimant in the above referenced 
case by first class U.S. mail) postage prepaid, upon the following; 
Matthew Pappas 
Anderson, Julian & Hull, LLP 
PO Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707-7426 
Second Supplemental Response to Claimant 4 
~ 004/005 
, { 
Christ T. Troupis,ISB No. 4549 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICE 
1299 Ji'!. Iron Eagle, 8fe 130 
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R. BRAD MASINGn.L, ISB No. 2083 
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COMES NOW the above-named Claimant, Lesia Knowlton, by and through her attorneys 
of record, Christ T. Troupis, of Troupis Law Office and R Brad Masingill, Weiser, Idaho and 
hereby responds to Defendants' Motion to Exclude or in the Alternative Motion to Vacate Hearing 
as follows: 
1. Continuance. As to the portion of the motion to continue the hearing, Claimant's 
counsel will accommodate the Defendant's counsel in any way. If the Defendant is not prepared to 
go to hearing on this matter due to the Defendants perception that insufficient information is 
available to it, the Claimant will agree to any continuance so requested. Defendant's counsel has 
always been more than accommodating to Claimant's counsel and the same courtesy is always 
extended to Mr. HulL Further, the last hearing was continued with the agreement between counsel 
that settlement would be explored. When Claimant's contacted the defense they were not willing to 
do so. Finally, this case could be broken down into two separate parts, one for liability and another 
for the amount; and 
2. Motion to Exclude. As to the motion to exclude and the response thereto, the 
perception left by reading the Defendant's Motion is that the Claimant has not provided any 
discovery responses between 2003 and February of 2007. That is not accurate. The Claimant has 
provided the Defendants the following: 
a. 2003 Discovery Responses. The discovery responses by Claimant's counsel 
referenced by the Defendants motion including those in 2003; and 
b. 2006 Rule X Disclosure. Notice of Intent to Take Post Hearing 
Depositions Pursuant to Rule X of the Idaho Industrial Commission dated November 16, 2006, a 
copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit A In that disclosure, the names of all post hearing 
experts are identified. It is not necessary, to Claimant's counsel's knowledge, to re-file the Rule X 
Claimant's Response to Motion to Exclude 
disclosure for the continued hearing coming up in March, 2007. If there is a requirement that new 
notice be sent on a continued hearing, and if that is an oversight of Claimant's counsel, Claimant 
will be happy to re-serve the Rule X disclosure; and 
c. 2006 Second Supplemental Response to Discovery. That Claimant served the 
Defendant with its Second Supplemental Response to Interrogatories to Claimant, and filed a Notice 
of Compliance relative thereto on or about November 16, 2006. A copy of the Second 
Supplemental Response to Interrogatories is attached hereto. In that document, the witness, Jay 
Brown was identified and the substance of his testimony was disclosed at page 2 and 3. In addition, 
Claimant's experts and the substance of their expected testimony is set forth in Answer to 
Interrogatory No. 26. Those experts include those identified in the Rule X disclosure. In addition 
to the foregoing, the Defendant has had access to all medical records of the Claimant most of which 
have been generated by the disclosed witnesses; and 
d. 2003 Response to Interrogatory #24. That attached hereto is a four page 
Response to Interrogatory #24 by the Claimant, Lesia Knowlton. It shows the witnesses, 
relationship of each witness to the Claimant, the witnesses telephone numbers, and what department 
in the Wood River Hospital they worked. Since the Defendant is the Wood River Hospital it is 
assumed that the defense would have better access to those witnesses than the Claimant; and 
e. 2003 Response to Interrogatory #25. That attached hereto is a five page 
Response to Interrogatory #25. It includes a list of friends, family and co-workers who are expected 
to testify about Claimant's employment with the Wood River Hospital, including the testimony that 
the Claimant never exhibited any asthma, reactive airway, or allergic reaction prior to the date of 
injury and the Claimants problems after the exposure. Attached to the response are documents from 
(l) Karalee Vore, the Unit Secretary for the Wood River Hospital, (2) Eleanor Ward, OPSIP ACU of 
Claimant's Response to Motion to Exclude 
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the Wood River Hospital, Barbara Wentzel, X-ray technician at \Vood River Hospital, and Joy 
Ennan, Registered Nurse at the Wood River Hospital. These witnesses are what counsel commonly 
refer to as before and after witnesses. 
f. 20051st Supplemental Response to Interrogatories. Attached hereto are 
Claimant's First Supplemental Responses to Interrogatories to Claimant dated December 15,2005. 
In this response, the witnesses known as Lisa Brown and Jay Brown were identified with their 
addresses and telephone numbers. Both were employees of the Defendant hospital. The disclosed 
subject matter of their expected testimony is as before and after witnesses and as being 
knowledgeable of the Defendant's procedures as it relates to the expected testimony of the 
Defendant's witnesses; and 
g. 2003 Deposition of the Claimant. This deposition was taken of the Claimant at 
the request of the Defendant on two days, the 23 and 28th of September, 2003. In the deposition the 
defense was allowed to ask any questions relevant to the issues in this case; and 
h. 2005 Deposition of the Jodi Alverson. This deposition was taken of a witness, 
Jodi Alverson, at the request of the Defendant on March 24,2005. In the deposition the defense 
was allowed to ask any questions relevant to the issues in this case; and 
i. 2005 Deposition of the Joyce Fogg. This deposition was taken of a witness, Joyce 
Fogg, at the request of the Defendant on March 24,2005. In the deposition the defense was allowed 
to ask any questions relevant to the issues in this case; and 
J. 2005 Deposition of the Karen Exon. This deposition was taken of a witness, 
Karen Exon, at the request of the Defendant on March 24,2005. In the deposition the defense was 
allowed to ask any questions relevant to the issues in this case; and 
Claimant's Response to Motion to Exclude 
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k. 2005 Deposition of the Robert Morrison. This deposition was taken of a witness, 
Robert Morrison, at the request of the Defendant on March 24, 2005. In the deposition the defense 
was allowed to ask any questions relevant to the issues in this case; and 
I. Documentary Evidence. In addition to the foregoing, the Claimant has 
provided the Defendant the following documents: 
1. Claimant's Personnel File; and 
2. Claimant's Medical records from Dr. Fullmer, Hailey Medical Clinic, Dr. 
Harker, Laira Thomas, FNP, Blaine County Chiropractic, Dr. Campanale, Dr. Giles, Dr. 
Pryor, Dr. Henry, Dr. Wright, DDS, Dr. Munday, Magic Valley Medical Center, Cassia 
Memorial Hospital, Wood River Medical Center, Gooding County Memorial Hospital, 
University of Utah Hospital and Dr. Holly Carveth, and the Claimants Social Security 
Administration Disability File showing the Claimant to be totally disabled. The SS file 
includes a physical functional capacity assessment and opinions of Dr. Corveth, Claimant's 
pulmonologist in SLC, Utah. 
m. 2007 3rd Supplemental Response to Interrogatories. On February 26, 2007 the 
Claimant supplemented her Answers to Interrogatories. A copy of that supplemental response is 
attached hereto. In that response, the witnesses, May Heacock, Bobbi Hobbs, ; Frances Hobbs, 
Dawn Ingersol, and Deanna Hoskinson were identified as witnesses. The substance of their 
expected testimony was provided in Answer to Interrogatory No. 25. Heacock, Bobbi Hobbs and 
Ingersol are before and after witnesses and Francis Hobbs and Hoskinson are post-irtiury witnesses. 
n. 2006 Supplemental Response to Production Request. On January 26, 2006 the 
Claimant supplemented her Responses to Requests for Production. A copy of that supplemental 
Claimant's Response to Motion to Exclude 
response is attached hereto. In that response, the Claimant's records from the University of Utah 
were provided to the defense and the Claimant advised that she would be using any document or 
thing produced in discovery as a potential exhibit. 
3. Claimant's counsel will be available for a telephonic review of these matters at 
any time during the remainder of this week. 
Dated: February 27, 2007 
Claimant's Response to Motion to Exclude 
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R. Brad ingill 
Attorney for Claimant 
Leisa Knowlton 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY certify that on February 27,2007, I caused to serve a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing Claimant's Response to Motion to Exclude in the above referenced case by email 
upon the following: 
Matthew Pappas 
Anderson, Julian & Hull, LLP 
PO Box 7426 
Boise,ID 83707-7426 
mpappas@ajhlaw.com 
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Attorney at Law 
27 West Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 461 
Weiser, Idaho 83612 
Telephone # 1 (208) 414-0665 
Fax # 1 (208) 414--0490 
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COMES NOW~ Claimant, Leisa Knowlton, by and through counsel, and pursuant to rule 
X of the [dabo Industrial Commission hereby gives notice that the Claimant will take the 
depositions of the following persons po sf -hearin g: 
1. Holly Carveth, M.D.; and 
2. Ron Fullmer, M.D.; and 
3. Thomas Pryor, M.D.; and 
4. Barbara K. Nelson, rehabilitation expert; and 
5. Stephen Munday, M.D.; and 
6. Laira Thomas, F.N-N.P.; and 
7. William \V. Wallace, M.D. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY certify that on November 16,2006, I caused to s.erve a true and correct co-py of 
the foregoing Notice of Taking Post Hearing depositions in the above referenced case byfust class 
US. mail, postage prepaid, upon the following: 
Matthew Pappas 
Anderson. Julian & Hull. :2...~ 
PO Box 7426 
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R. BRAD MASIN GILL, ISB No. 2083 
Attorney at Law 
27 West Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
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Telephone # 1 (208) 414-0665 
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SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO INTERROGATORIES TO 
CLAIMANT 
COMES NOW CLAI1vlA..hTT Leisa Knowlton by and through her attomey of record, Christ 
T. Troupis. and Troupis Law Office, and hereby supplements Defendants' First Set of 
Interrogatories to Claimant as follows: 
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PRELIMINARY NOTE 
Claimant bas not yet completed discovery in this mat1er and therefore does not possess 
complete infonnation at the present time. Clai..m2nt reserves tile right to supplement or am.end any 
or all of the answers and responses contained herein once they have had an opportunity to complete 
discovery regarding the matters referred to in Defendant's Interrogatories to Claimant. 
RESPO~SE TO PRELIMINARY STATEMENTS AND DEFT"fITIONS 
Claimant objects to any instructions or requests set forth in Defendant's PreJimjnary 
Statement or Definitions which do not comply with and fall ~ithin the provisions of Rules 26, 
33, and 34, of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure of 
the Industrial Commission of the State of IdaJlO. More particularly, and without limitation. 
Claimant objects to instructions or requests wbjch require him to undertake preparation, 
identifica1ion" or production of docwnents which are not withill his controi, or the compilation of 
data and infOlmation not authorized by the aforementioned ruks. Claimant will comply strictly 
'with the provisions of Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and Judicial Rules of Practice and 
Procedure of the Industrial Commisslon of the State of [daho in responding to the Defendanes 
Interrogatories . 
INTERROGATORY NO.6: State whether. since tl:ie date of the accident alleged in 
your Complaint, you have engaged in any travel outside the State ofIdaho; ifso, state when said 
travel occurred, where you traveled to and !:be dates in regard to each of said trips. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO.6: On or about September 29. 2005 Claimant 
traveled to San Diego, CalifoTIua to attend a medical examination at the request of the employer. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 25: With regard to each individual listed in your answer to 
the immediately preceding interrogatory, describe in detail (he testimony you expect each 
witness to give at the hearing in tins matter. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 25: With respect to Jay Brown, he is expected 
to testify as to the use of chemicals for maintenance and cleaning at the Wood River Medical 
Center as he \'\.'3S employed there prior to the accident He will also testify as to Robert 
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Morrison's training and reputation fortruth and veracity and Morrison's previous use of 
chemicals at Wood River. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 26: Please state the mune, address, telephone number, 
occupation and job title of each individual whom you intend to call as an expert witness at ilie 
hearing and for each expert witness state his or her field of expertise, the subject on which he or 
she is expected to testify, and the substance of the facts and opinion for which he or she is 
expected to testify. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 26: Holly Carvith, M.D., Dr. Thomas Pryor, 
M.D., Dr. Ron Fullmer, M.C. will testify as to tile impairment, temJXlrary total disability, 
permanent disability, prognosis of Claimant's medical condition, and all other matters referenced 
in her medical records. Dr. Laira Thomas, M.D. is expected to testifY as to prior medical 
treatment of the Claimant and her medical records, including absence of any respiratory medical 
conditions prior to this accident. 
Dated: November 16, 2006. 
Second Supplemental Response to Claimant 
// " J{/<!: [\ t: ~ 
R. Eran Iviasingiii 
Attorney for Claimant 
Leisa Knowlton 
3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVlCE 
I HEREBY certifY that on November 16, 2006, I caused to serve a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing Second Supplement Response 10. Interrogatories to Claimant in the above referenced 
case by first class U.S. mail, postage pTepaid~ upon the follm'ving: 
Matthew Pappas 
POBox 7426 
Boise, ID 83707-7426 
Second Supplemental Response to Claimant 4 
fJ· , ...... 
Response to mterr02atorv 
Per Lesia 
.interrogatory DO. 24: I Ph.ne# 
, (200) 164-2376 
I . 
If-'N:.-.. .:::2""'m;::.,;c"--________ -----'1 Relationship to 
>I I lorn Knowlton I Husband 
1 
C:lesie> I Daughter 
Dwelle Daug,.'11er 
I Davey Son 
I~m~~ue .- Parents (208) 878-6894 
Jean. Goronge CeU (208) 431-6894 
Jason Ganinge Brother I (208) 687-1072 r 
Shama Go-rri.'1ge Sister in law i 
Jackie Carnahan Sister (435)831-4027 I Palrick Carnahan Brother :in law 
Joey GonirJge Brother i20g~36-1930 
Angie Gorringe/ll.1c CaI1V Deceased ! 
Justin Go:rrin~_ Brother (20'S") 878-6894 
Anlhony Me Carty Brother in law (208) 
Stephanie AndersonIMc Carty 
NaJ.De Rebtiousbip to Pho:ne# ! 
David Knowlton Falber in law 
Hailey Pina Sisrer in law 208 764-3809 
BobBalisb Brother in law 
Dawn 
NlWle Camas county ambalance I Pho:ne# 
coworkers I 
MatkTate (208) 764-2099 
Jeff Roebuck (20&)120-6191 
~I Funkhouser (20&)754-2552 
Darla Boggs 
-
(208)164-2653 
Mike Stewart (208)764--3301 
Shmma Stewart (wife) 
Raul Ornelas (208)764-3523 
Lena Ornelas (wife) 
I 
Ll ur t 1 • .G.vet 
p. 1'7 
vllll;:;:'l ffUUPI;;:' 
Response to Interroe:at<ol"V 
Per Lesia 
InteTro~tory no. 24: 
! GC~Jdiil! HosJ)itai Coworkers 
i -- ! t"noae# 
l""TK 
Depart:ment (208}9J44433 
I Dean;:! l':kelton "A"~ne:es: (}ffice 93<1.-&241 
!-1~Sue::::..;:O=,::rmand:.:=.:;::;:::=-____ ~.~., .. ~_+--==D:;::iaheti::=:=·c:.;E::::d;:uca:=tl;::·on=-_______ 4-l1'.::.203~l9::.::34-4:..:-;..:1c=2.::...9_-4 
Gene Phillios Diabetic Educ:ation (2085934-4]29 
Tom White P A Pltvsician Emergency Room (208)934-4383HM 
Kevin Montgomet:V Lab Ext. Lab 
Ron Vermillion Mainte\Dance (208)934-8968 ffM 
Amy Comad Med Red(Unit sec Advisor during My E.xt Moo Rec 
employment) 
Lisa Anderson RN AdvisoI Ext. 118 
!-P~wm~~[ij~'I~hv~o~nh~ ______________ ~~RN~~~~ __________________ rEXt118 
}f RhondaHendmson Ward Clerk ~lJ7 
ConrueJacobson LPN Ext. 118 
Xl Lynn Jacobson (Connie Daughter) Masseuse therapist (20S)9-344192 
Patty James- RN i Ext. ! 18 
Ken Kesling RN (20&)358-0946 
Ethel Mancias CAN &::t.117 
Royce Meryl LPNIEMT I'dvanced Emerl:!encv Room 
J(' Shari Rump}e RN Ext. llS 
(208)934..8308HM 
stacey Squires 
Carl Stevens 
Bonnie Warner 
Andrea Summe.rs 
Shannon Peterson 
Mary Ann Jones 
Judy Stockholm 
LPN (l also worked \l\ritb Stacey when she 
wu a W1)rk clerk at Twin .Falls Clinic and 
Hospital ) 
RN 
LPN 
X-ratTechoician mammogrmn Dept 
X-ray teclnrici:an student /EM'! -Advanced 
RN Infection control 
; (Judy ttired me and moved me 10 one day a 
! week in Home Health to work with her) 
E1tl.1l8 
Ext. lIS 
Ext. lIS 
Ext X-ray 
E:J...tX-rav 
(208)934:9012 
Ext.X-rav 
2 
c;;u £.f UI II.Lft.:::1 IJnnm I roupis 
hlterrogatory no.. 24: 
I Name 
I 
, 
Grace Able 
t J ami Adrain 
Carol~'tl Blankenship 
Leslie Chapm8l1 
Maryann Crowdson 
Sue DeCbevriet.LX 
JOV'Earman 
Aime= Frenette 
JovceFo~ 
Cam! Fuller 
Kathie Guley 
Kelly Hackbarth 
Jennifer Hajj 
Sure Henery 
Donna Hoffman 
Cheryl Kalenik. 
Lindsay Laoddgren 
Kathy Luff 
Laurie Mal.Iea 
Karen Morrison 
Diane Peavey 
Barb Sargent 
: Beth SchToder 
, Jemie Stireman 
Laurie Stewart 
DormaW~ 
Lisa Blackman 
Megan Davis 
Ann Menges 
Holly MeriII 
SheIlv Booker 
Karolee Vore 
Robyn Yeager 
208-938-5482 
R~~ODSe to Interrogatory 
rer Lesia Knowlton. 
! 
Wood River Medical CeBter 
iivspitai. Coworkers 
Vep:.lrtment 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN 
RN Ow'ge Nunre t1re daY f was lnju:red 
RN 
RN 
Unit Secretary 
UnitS 
Unit Secretary 
Ann resigned from Hailey sevemIyears 1,)riorto 
my accident d.u& to working in aroom with a 
substance from housekeeping that made bet 
veryiU 
Unit Sectetmy 
Unit Secretary 
UnitS 
Unit Secretafy 
I Phone # 
[
'Work 
, (2(}s)727-8100 
, 
p,15 
'I 
I 
I 
3 
Ir. 
VV £.1 U F i I.' I a \.AH 1St I roupls 
Interrogatory no. 24: 
Name 
EdPett.iIlgiU 
Charlene Malone 
loan Andason 
Yvonne Parish 
Judy? 
Susan Fiscus 
Maiany? 
Michelle Amava 
Trish '! 
Phyllis Shafer 
Barb? 
DR. KEITH SIEVERTSON 
208~938-5482 
Response to Iaterrogarory-
Per WaS KnCrt:~ 
Wood River Medical Center 
Hospital Co'WOrkr.s 
De_..,. ..... ent 
Stu:gef)' 
RN 
RN 
OR Receptionist 
Yvonne hired me in Admissions in SV &. 
Hailey 
OR Chart coordinator 
Judy took my place when 11eft OR. and 1 
also worked with her in admissions 
Buildin,g services 
Lab 
Lab 
Lab 
Lab 
Lab 
EMER.GENCY 
DR. SIEVER.TSON 18 ALSO MY 
MEDICAL CONTROL FOR EMS 
j 
I p~~~# I work. 
(208)727-8100 
Ext 8644 
Ext 8641 
Ext 8632 
Ext 8642 
; 
p.16 
j 
, 
I 
I 
4 
1_ 
'"U Lf uri I:Lfa Christ Troupis 208-938-5482 p.1? 
I!:Ht::rlogatory no. 25: 
Response to Interrogatory 
rer Lesis MQwimn 
The fullowing list of people is a minor list offamily~ friends, and coworkers that I 
have known several years. I have created a lot of friendships with these people. They 'J .. iH 
all be able to confirm that I have been a valued employee for several years at Wood River 
Medical Center, Gooding County HospitaL as well as Camas County Ambulance in 
Fairfield. 
You will not find a pe:rson among any ofllie above listed names that can testify to 
my having ever had any kind of asthma. reactive airway. or allergic reaction prior to 
September 12, 2000. 
fn addition most all have witnessed repeated attacks in multiple situations since 
my exposure on September 12,20001 bad made several attempt to return to work and 1 
was unsuccessful due to an inability to recover. 
I have included a sample of fonns that were filled out by former coworker on my 
behalf. (see attachments) 
5 
uu Lf Uf II.Lr3 Gllrist I roupis 
208-938-5482 p.18 
TELEPHONE NUMBER TITLE I DEPARTMENT 
'.--/Gwbe /lJV-.-- f20lf>'1[l-';;.f{i (t,J -v~..t.kr 
I HA VB WOILl(ED WITH LESL"- KNOWLTON AT WOOD RIVERMED CENTER ANDIOR IN' ST. 
LUKES \llRMC . 
PRIOR TO SEP'lEMBER U, 2000 _________ FOR HOW MANY YEARS~v..,L Ai..;. ~{,t/ 
SINCE HER. EXPOSURE ON SEPTEMBER 12, 2000 _______ _ /tl ~"'c p- (1<./1' ~ 
Have you ever witnessed Lesia Knowlton experience any difficulty in perfonning the duties of 
any given job in the Wood River Medical Center~ prior to' her aeclden(on. S~tember 12'" 2000? 
COMMENT: rJ... IV---=-- J .... ~ cu::J t:;X../ ~. . , 
lU' /%1 
The attacks you have witnessed since the 12t'io of September a normal reaction for Lesia 
KnowDton? 
.J) 
1('11 
208-938-5482 
,..-OJ.&-I ...... : I 1.4 f a 
vi If fiji I rouplS 
. -f1taa~fJt:0d (2OS)~ [>l;3.9- W"~J7(JrJ 
I HAVE WORKED WITH LESIA KNOWLTON AT WOOD RlVERMED CENTER ANDIORIN ST. 
LUKESWRMC 
p.19 
PRIOR TO SEPTEl'vIBER I 2) 2000 __ -,,~";f': "" ""''--___ FOR HOW MANY 'YEARS __ ...:1-__ 
'&lNCEHER EXPOSURE ON SEPTEMBER 12,2000 __ h_d _____ _ 
Have you ever witnessed Lesia Knowlton experience any difficulty in. performing the duties of 
any given job in the Wood River Medical Center, prior to her accident on September 121h 20001 
CO~: __ _r----~~~~-----~--~------~~~~~----------
Lesia has had attacks. of slroItness Qfbreath, loss of voice and sever cough, in my presence since 
her exposure of'snlfuric acidJinnes on. September 12:1b 20007 \" 
COMMENfS: 'P hW!:?t nlJ'T W(J"YU, d' C ~/6---- IS/eeL 7b--+ 
n~ \ 
The attacks you have witnessed since the 12lh of September a nonna! reaction for usia 
Knowllton? 
, 
---------------------------------------------------------------- / / 
,7' 
; 
/ 
/ 
; 
! 
/ 
! 
1 
J 
-eb 21 U 1 11 :28a Christ Troupis 
208-938-5482 p.W 
TELEPHONE NUMBER 
(208fI~4-_~'ll 
fHAVE WORKED WITHLESIA KNOWLTON ATWOOD RIVER:MED CENTER ANDJOR IN ST. 
Lu"KESWRMC 
PRIOR TO SEPTEMBER 12. 2000_.::;;,kJ~·P:;::;>:::::;...,.:: _____ FORHOW MANYYEAR.S cl~ si 
SINCE HER EXPOSURE ON SEPTEMBER ]2, 2000 -~f't-"",'::;......e.--__ _ 
Have you ever witnessed Lesia Knowlton experience any difficulty in performing the duties of 
any givenjob in ~e WoOdRiV. er Medical Center. prior to her. acci~on September 1:t"2090? 
COMMENT:.£ ha. v--e r../by ~
~. 
I ~-
'eO L ( U ( 11 :28a Christ Troupis 
208-938-5482 p.21 
NAME TELEPHONE NUMBER TITf~ IDEP ARTMENT 
-
007 2rl::mA-;,) (208)1.;;.(.,.~1 
I HAVE WORKED WITH LESIA KNOWLTON AT WOOD lUVER MED CENTER ~Jl'l ST. 
LUKESWRMC  
PRlOR TO SEPTEMBER. 12. 2000 ____ -..;:..~ ___ FORHOWMANY YEARS __ £L--_ 
SINCE HER EXPOSURE ON SEPTEMBER 12,2000 ___ :.t ____ _ 
The attacks you have wimessed s:iru:e the 12th of September a normal reaction for Lesia 
~nron~ ,~/;==~~~ 
'eo Lf Vf 11 :Lt!a Christ Troupis 
Cbrist T. Troupis, ISB No. 4549 
~ LA 'W' OFFICE 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
Post Office Box 1367 
Meridian., ID 83680 
Tel: 208-288-0s00 
Fax: 208--288-0400 
Auomeyfor Claimant 
208-938-5482 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COlMMlSSION OF THE STATE OF IDA l!l) 
LEISA KNOVVLTON, ) 
) I.e No.: 00-130269 
Claimant, ) 
p.22 
) 
v. ) 
) 
FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO INTERROGATORIES TO 
CLAIMANT 
\VOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
FREEMONT COMPENSATION } 
msururnCEcoMWANY, ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
.Defendants.. ) 
.... ~ 
" ,/ 
.. '/ ) r 
; t 
COMES NOW CLAIMANT Leisa Knowlton by and through her attorney of record, Christ 
T. Troupis, and Troupis Law Office, and hereby supplements Defendants' FirstSet of 
Interrogatories to Claimant as follows: 
PRELIMINARY NOTE 
Claimant has not yet completed discovery in this matter and therefore does not possess 
complete information at the present time. Claimant reserves the right to supplement or amend any 
or all of the answers and responses contained herein once they have had an opportunity to complete 
discovery regarding the matters referred to in Defendant's Interrogatories to Claimant. 
RESPONSE TO PRELIMINARY STATEMEJSTS AND DEFThTTIONS 
First Supplemental Response to Claimant 1 
Christ Troupis 208-938-5482 p.23 
Claimant obiects to any instructions or reauests set forth in Defendant's Preliminarv 
Statement or Definitions which do not comply with and fall Vvitlrin the provisions of Rules 26_ 
33, and 34, of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedme and Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure of 
the Industrial Commission of the State of Idaho. More particularly, and without limitation. 
Claimant objects to instructions or requests which require him to undertake preparation., 
identification, or production of documents which are not -within his control, or the compilation of 
data and information not authorized by the aforementioned rules. Claimant will comply strictly 
Vvith the provisions Df Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and Judicial Rules of Practice and 
Procedure of the Industria1 Commission of the State of Idaho in responding to the Defenda...'1.t's 
Interrogatories. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 24: List the names, addresses and telephone numbers of each 
witness you intend to call at hearing in this matter. 
ANSWER TO NTERROGATORYNO. 24: Usa Brown, 972 West Louisville Court, 
Meridi~ ID 83642; 208-860-1118. Jay Brown. 972 West Louisville Cou:rt, Meridian, ID 
83642; 208-869-8967. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 25: With regard to each individual listed in your answer to 
the immediately preceding interrogatory, describe in detail the testimony you expect each 
witness to give at the hearing in this matter. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 25: Both Usa Brown and Jay Brown were 
employees of St. Moritz Wood River Medical Center and would be expected to testify regarding 
their observations of Claimant and knowledge of Defendant's procedures. 
Dated: December Is' 2005. 
First Supplemental Response to Claimant 
......"L...!_"-.,.. ""oup' 'IS L-.o:UJ':;'l J. ./. r 
Attorney for Claimant 
Leisa Knowlton 
2 
",miSt I roUplS 208-938-5482 p.24 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY certifY that on December 1:(""2005, r caused to serve a tru:e and correct copy of 
the foregoing Flfst Supplement Response to LTlterrogatories to Clairnant in the above referenced 
case by first class U.S. mail, postage prepaid, upon the followiD..g: 
Matthew Pappas 
Anderson, Julian & Hun LL~ 
POBox 7426 
Boise. ID 83707-7426 
First Supplemental Response to Claimant 3 
Christ T. Troupis, ISB No. 4549 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICE 
1299 E. Iron Eagle, Ste 130 
Post Office Box 2408 
Eagle, ID 83616 
Tel: 208-938-5584 
Fax: 208-938-5482 
R BRAD MASIN GILL, ISB No. 2083 
Attorney at Law 
27 West Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Telephone # 1 (208) 414-0665 
Fax # 1 (208) 414-0490 
email bmasingill({l{hotmail.com 
A ttorneys for Claimant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
v. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREEMONT COMJ>ENSATION 
INSURANCE COMJ> ANY, 
Surety, 
And 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest 
Defendants~ 
Second Supplemental Response to Claimant 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
IC No.: 00-030269 
THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE 
TO INTERROGATORIES TO 
CLAIMANT 
1 
\" t 
CO.l\1ES NOW CLAlMANT Lesia Knowlton by and through her attomey of record, Christ 
T. Troupis, and Troupis Law Office, and R. Brad MasingiU, Weiser, Idaho and hereby supplements 
Defendants' First Set of Interrogatories to Claimant as follows: 
PRELIMINARY NOTE 
Claimant has not yet completed discovery in tins matter and therefore does not possess 
complete infommion at the present time. Claimant reserves the right to supplement or amend any 
or all of the answers and responses contained herein once tiley have had an opportunity to complete 
discovery regarding the matters referred to in Defendant's IntelTogatOlies to Claimant 
RESPONSE TO PRELIMINARY STATEMENTS AND DEF1NITIONS 
Claimant objects to any instructions or requests set forth in Defendanf s Preliminary 
Statement or Defimtions wruch do not comply with and fall witlnn tile provisions of Rules 26, 
33, and 34, of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure of 
the Industrial Commission of tlle State of Idaho. More particularly, and Witll0ut limitation, 
Claimant objects to instructions or requests wInch require lnm to undertake preparation, 
identification, or production of documents wruch are not witllin rus control, or the compilation of 
data and information not authorized by the aforementioned rules. Claimant will comply strictly 
with the provisions of Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and Judicial Rules of Practice and 
Procedure of tlle Industrial Commission of the State of Idaho in responding to tlle Defendanfs 
Interrogatories. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 24: List tlle nanles, addresses and telephone numbers of each 
witness you intend to call at hearing in tlns matter. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 24: May Heacock, Fairfield, Idaho; Bobbi 
Hobbs, 851 Pole Line Road, Twin Falls, IdallO; Frances Hobbs, Twin Falls, Idallo; Dawn 
Ingersol, Elko, Nevada and Demma Hoskinson, P. O. Box 592, Fairfield, Idallo. 
Second Supplemental Response to Claimant 2 
INTERROGATORY NO. 25: With regard to each individual listed in your answer to 
the immediately preceding interrogatory, describe in detail the testimony you expect each 
witness to give at the hearing in this matter. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 25: With respect to May Heacock, she is 
expected to testify as to the condition of claimant both before and after the accident. Mae is 
babysitter for claimant and has seen many of claimants attacks and knows how claimant has had 
to adjust to life since the accident. Bobbi Hobbs is expected to testify as to the condition of 
claimant both before and after the accident. Frances Hobbs, has known claimant since accident 
and knows of the problems she has with breathing, with scents, etc. Da·wn Ingersol, cousin to 
claimant, has known claimant all her life and knows there was no previous illnesses prior to 
accident. She knows the extent of claimant's problems now. Deanna Hoskinson will testify as to 
the effect of different scents, ie alcohol, cigarettes, 011 claimant Deanna has known claimant for 
several years. 
Dated: February 26, 2007 
Second Supplemental Response to Claimant 3 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY certify that on February 26,2007, I caused to serve a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing Third Supplement Response to Interrogatories to Claimant in the above referenced 
case by first class U.S. mail, postage prepaid, upon the following: 
Matthew Pappas 
Anderson, Julian & Hull, LLP 
PO Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707-7426 
Second Supplemental Response to Claimrult 4 
Christ T. Troupis, ISB No. 4549 
TROVPIS LA W OFFICE 
1299 E. Iron Eagle, Ste 130 
Post Office Box 2408 
Eagle,ID 83616 
Tel: 208-938-5584 
Fax: 208-938-5482 
R BRAD MASINGILL 
Attorney at Law 
27 West Commercial 
P. O. Box 467 
Weiser, ID 83672 
Telephone # (208) 414-0665 
Fax: # (208) 414-0490 
Email hmasingiIl(a{hotmail.com 
Attorneys it:Jr Claimant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LEISA KNOWLTON, ) 
) Ie No.: 00-130269 
Claimant, ) 
) NOTICE OF SERVICE 
v. ) 
) 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
FREEMONT COMPENSATION ) 
INSURANCE COMPANY, ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
) 
And ) 
) 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY ) 
ASSOCIATION, Party ofInterest ) 
Defendants~ ) 
NOTICE OF SERVICE 1 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, that on this 26th day of February, 2007, I caused to be 
served Claimant's Third Supplemental Response to Interrogatories to Claimant, along with a 
copy of this Notice of Service, by US Mail, postage prepaid and addressed as follows: 
Matthew Pappas 
Anderson, Julian & Hull, LLP 
POBox 7426 
Boise,ID 83707-7426 
NOTICE OF SERVICE 
R. Brad MasingilJ, 
Attorney for Claimant 
2 
Christ T. Tronpis, ISH No. 4549 
lROUPISLA WOFFICE 
385 South Locust Grove Road 
Post Office Box 1367 
Meridian, ID 83680 
Tel: 208-288-0500 
Fax: 208-288-0400 
Attornry for Claimant 
BEFORE TIlE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF11IE STATE OF IDAHO 
LElSAKNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
v. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREEMONTCOMPENSATION 
INSURANCE COMPANY, 
Surety, 
Defendants, 
IC No.: 00-030269 
CLAIMANT'S SECOND 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
REQUESTFORPRODUCfION OF 
DOCUMENTS AND THINGS 
COMES NOW CLAIMANT Lcisa Knowlton by and through her attorney of record, Christ 
T. Troupis, and Troupis Law Office, and hereby supplements Defendants' Request for Production 
of Documents and Things as follows: 
PRELIMINARY NOTE 
Claimant has not yet completed discovery in this matter and therefore does not possess 
complete information at the present time. Claimant reserves the right to supplement or amend any 
or all of the answers and responses contained herein once they have had an opportunity to complete 
Second Supplemental Response to Defendants' 
Request for Production of Documents and Things--l 
discovery regarding the matters referred to in Defendant's Requests for Production of Documents 
and Things to Claimant. 
RESPONSE TO PREL]MLNARY STATEMENTS AND DEFINITIONS 
Claimant objects to any instructions or requests set forth in Defendant's Preliminary 
Statement or DefInitions which do not comply with and fall within the provisions of Rules 26, 
33, and 34, of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure of 
the Industrial Commission of the State of Idaho. More particularly, and without limitation, 
Claimant objects to instructions or requests which require him to undertake preparation, 
identifIcation, or production of documents which are not within his control, or the compilation of 
data and information not authorized by the aforementioned rules. Claimant will comply strictly 
with the provisions of Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and Judicial Rules of Practice and 
Procedure of the Industrial Commission of the State of Idaho in responding to the Defendant's 
Requests. 
REQUEST NO.1: Please produce copies of each and every medical report which you 
have that pertains to Claimant. Include within your response copies of all lab tests, or other 
medical tests as well as reports, notes or letters of each and every physician or health provider 
you have seen. If you have x-rays, include a description of each x-ray as to date taken and 
physician who ordered it. 
RESPONSE TO NO. 1: Please see attached medical records from University of Utah 
Hospital. 
REQUEST NO.2: Please produce a copy of each and every exhibit of whatever type 
that you intend to use at the hearing or during any deposition to be taken in this case. Include 
Second Supplemental Response to Defendants' 
Request for Production of Documents and Things--2 
within your response copies of any photographs, x-rays or other tangible items which you may 
have that you intend to use as exhibits in this case. 
RESPONSE TO NO.2: Please see response to No.1 above. Claimant may utilize any 
document, thing or item that is disclosed or discovered during the pendency of this litigation . 
Dated: .\,-'(-3"'--->,-(_1--____ .2006. 
Christ T. Troupisu 
Attorney for Claimant 
Leisa Knowlton 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
11 I caused to serve a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing Second Supplement Response to Defendants' Request for Production 
of Documents and Things in the above referenced case by flrst class U.S. mail, postage prepaid, 
upon the following: 
Matthew.Pappas 
Anderson, Julian & Hull, LLP 
PO Box 7426 
Boise,ID 83707-7426 
Second Supplemental Response to Defendants' 
Request for Production of Documents and Things--3 
Ar'lderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (20S) 344-6610 
Alan K. HUll. IS8 No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISS No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant. 
VS. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FRE.MONT COMPENSA nON 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOClATiON, Party of'merest. 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
STIPULATION TO VACATE 
HEARING 
f4l 002 
Jtgj 002/003 
COME NOW the p.arties, by and through their undersigned counsel of record. 
STlPUt.AllON TO VACATE HE.ARING - 1 
[4]003 
l4loo3/oo3 
and hereby stipulate to vacate the hearing presently scheduled for March 8-9* 2007# 
in Boise, Idaho to allow both parties additionally time to conduct discovery. Claimant 
agrees to provide sut::tplemental responses to Defendants" discovery providing detailed 
information regarding the testimony and current contact information for the witnesses 
who will appear on her behalf at hearing. The Commission shouJd also be aware that 
Mr. Troupis. co-counsel for Claimant, is currently undergoing emergency testing for a 
heart condition. 
Once the parties have determined the extent of time needed for additional 
discovery and the total number of days needed for the hearing, they agree to contact 
the Commission to request a scheduling conference to reset the hearing. 
~ 
DATED this 6 day of February, 2007. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN &. HULL lLP 
DATED this _ day of February .. 2007. 
STIPULATION TO VACATE HEARING - 2 
BEFORE 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
STRIAL COMMISSION OF THE ATE OF IDAHO 
) 
Claimant, ) IC 2000-030269 
v. ) 
) 
WOOD RNER MEDICAL CENTER, ) ORDER VACATING HEARING -/ 
) AND CANCELLING 
Employer, ) TELEPHONE CONFERENCEV' 
and ) 
) 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE COMPANY, 
) 
) 
Surety, ~ FILED 
and ) 1 
IDAHO INSURANCE 
) 
) 
) 
) 
GUARANTY ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. ) 
On February 28, 2007, the parties filed a Stipulation to Vacate Hearing. The Referee 
having reviewed the file herein and being fully advised in the premises, 
HEREBY ORDERS that the hearing set for March 8 & 9, 2007, in Boise in the 
above-entitled matter, be and the same is hereby VACATED. The· matter will not be res elf or 
bearing untilanewR,equesfforCalendating is subIllitted, pursnantto the rules,intiicatillg 
unavailabled1!tes, and appropriate response thereto. 
FURTHER, the telephone conference set March 1,2007, at 10 a.m., is cancelled. 
DATED this I §if. day of March, 2007. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
~~ 
.. ~ \ ~ e .. n ; \..lw J ~ 0 : 
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I hereby certIfy that on the e!'ffBuo"U'dy of March, 2007, a true and correct copy of 
ORDER VACATING HEARING AND CANCELLING TELEPHONE CONFERENCE was Sent 
by';.f?a(/siiniliiljiijiIJU:neP1'Jf!ct/ss upon each of the following: 
R. Brad Masingill Fax #: 414-0490 Alan K. Hull Fax #: 344-5510 
db 
ORDER VACATING HEARING AND CANCELLING TELEPHONE CONFERENCE - 1 
Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull - ISB No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
ORIGI 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
MOTION TO SUSPEND 
PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO 
I.C. §§ 72433 and 72434 
.. ' ~; ; 
MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO I.C. §§ 72-433 and 72-434 - 1 
'11 f 
COME NOW, the Defendants, Wood River Medical Center and Fremont 
Compensation Insurance Group, by and through there undersigned counsel of record, and 
hereby respectfully move the Commission for an Order suspending all proceedings in the 
above-referenced matter and compelling Claimant to fully participate in and cooperate with 
medical/psychological examinations. 
GROUNDS FOR MOTION 
This Motion to Suspend Proceedings is premised on the basis that Defendant 
Employer/Surety scheduled Claimant to undergo an Independent Medical Evaluation with 
neuropsychologist Dr. Craig Beaver on August 23-24, 2007 and Claimant is now refusing to 
attend said examination. As a result of Claimant's obstruction, she has prevented 
Defendants from fully evaluating her past and present physical and psychiatric conditions. 
Claimant has effectively deprived Defendants of the ability to independently verify and/or 
asses her physical and mental condition which she alleges are solely related to her injury. 
Defendants have been deprived of judicial economy as a direct result of Claimant's failure 
to submit and/or cooperate with the examination or otherwise fulfill her duties under the 
Idaho Worker's Compensation Act. 
BASIS FOR MOTION 
This Motion is based upon the documents, affidavits, pleadings, and records on file, 
as well as the accompanying Memorandum and Affidavits in Support of Defendants' 
Motion to Suspend Proceedings; pursuant to Rules 1, 3, and 16 of the Industrial 
Commission Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure; I.C. §§ 72-433 and 72-434; Brewer 
MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO I.C. §§ 72433 and 72434 - 2 
'" -
V. LA Crosse Health & Rehab, 138 Idaho 859,71 P.3d 458 (2003), Hewson v. 
Thrift Shop., 120 Idaho 164, 814 P.2d 424 (1991); and all other applicable law. 
WHEREFORE, Defendants request that the instant Motion to Suspend be granted 
until such time as Claimant fully submits and cooperates during the examination to be 
conducted by Dr. BeaVj~ 
DATED this JI day of July, 2007. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this L1~ay of July, 2007, I served a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO I.C. §§ 72-433 
and 72-434 by delivering the same to each of the following, by the method indicated below, 
addressed as follows: 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Telephone: (208) 414-0665 
Facsimile: (208) 414-0490 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICES, P.A. 
1299 E. Iron Eagle, Ste. 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
Telephone: (208) 938-5584 
Facsimile: (208) 938-5482 
[-r-u.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[J Hand-Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
[J Facsimile 
[~U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[J Hand-Delivered 
[J Overnight Mail 
[J Facsimile 
MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO 
J. r; 
Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. HulI- ISB No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
VS. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO SUSPEND 
PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO 
I.C. §§ 72-433 and 72-434 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT 
TO I.C. §§ 72-433 and 72-434 - 1 
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COME NOW, the Defendants, Wood River Medical Center and Fremont 
Compensation Insurance Group, by and through there undersigned counsel of record, and 
hereby respectfully submit Defendants' Memorandum in Support of Motion to Suspend 
Proceedings: 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
Claimant alleges an occupational exposure toxic sulfuric acid fumes causing injury 
resulting in chronic cough, dsypnea, RADs, hyperactive airway, laryngospasm, 
dysfunctional larynx and epigastric reflux. See Claimant's Amended Complaint (5/9/03). 
As a result of the exposure and alleged injuries, she contends she is entitled to payment of 
all related medical benefits, compensation for lost wages, permenant partial impairment 
and disability. Id. The alleged date of injury or onset is September 12, 2000. Id. 
Defendants have admitted that Claimant was exposed to low levels of sulfuric acid fumes; 
however, at most she would have suffered only minor irritation to her lungs. See 
Defendants' Answer to Amended Complaint (6/9/03). Defendants deny Claimant was 
injured to the extent that she alleges and that adequate benefits have been extended to 
date. Id. The extent of Claimant's PPI or PPD, in any, is in dispute, as is the question of 
apportionment for pre-existing conditions. Id. 
Claimant's extensive medical treatment included numerous prescriptions for anti-
depressants and there have been multiple references to treatment for depression, anxiety 
and panic attacks after flare-ups in her condition. Defendants medical expert, Dr. Stephen 
W. Munday of San Diego, California, who is a board certified specialist in occupational 
medicine and medical toxicology, determined after his examination of Claimant and review 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT 
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of her records she was suffering from: 
"1. Gastroesophageal reflux disease. 
2. Unclear psychiatric condition, under treatment with Zoloft. 
3. Probable psychosomatic odor-induced intolerance. 
4. Laryngeal dysfunction." 
See Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Motion, Exhibit "A," pp. 48-49 (emphasis added). 
Following the recommendations of Dr. Munday, Defendants have scheduled an extensive 
examination by Dr. Craig Beaver to fully explore Claimant's psychiatric and psychosomatic 
issues as they relate to her alleged exposure and injury. 
Defendants contacted Dr. Beaver's office and obtained a number of available dates 
for possible appointments to see Claimant. These dates were communicated to Claimant's 
counsel via telephone and no response was received. As a result, on June 1, 2007, 
defense counsel made arrangements for Claimant to be seen in Boise on August 23 and 
24, 2007. See Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibit "B." Along with notifying Claimant and her 
counsel of the upcoming examination, defense counsel requested that Claimant's counsel 
provide an itemization of her anticipated travel and lodging expenses so that 
reimbursement could be made prior to the trip. Again, no word was received from 
Claimant's counsel. Finally, on June 27,2007, defense counsel made hotel arrangements 
for Claimant and forwarded her attorneys a check for the estimated travel expenses. See 
Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibit "C." 
On July 9,2007, Defendants received a letter from Claimant's counsel returning the 
reimbursement check and noting that they had "advis[ed] [Claimant] not to participate in 
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the IME scheduled with Dr. Beaver .. ,," See Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibit "D." 
Claimant's counsel contends that, "As [Claimant] has already had three (3) IME's, we do 
not feel the need of another two day medical examination."1 Id. It is interesting to note that 
this isn't the first time Claimant has objected to being examined by Defendants' expert(s). 
As the Referee is well aware, Claimant objected to being seen by Drs. Munday and 
Wallace in September, 2005, and Defendants' had to seek the assistance of the Referee 
at that time. 
Defendants contend that the determining the extent of Claimant's medical and 
psychological condition are integral to defend against Claimant's argument that she is 
totally and permanently disabled as a result of her alleged exposure on the job. The 
contention by Claimant's counsel that she has submitted to three IME's already and that 
another examination is unnecessary mischaracterizes the assessments that have been 
perfonned. Claimant has only undergone one medical examination which involved two 
doctors in September, 2005. Additionally, it is unfair to categorize Mr. Crums interview with 
Claimant as a "medical examination." Neither of the doctors nor Mr. Crum are qualified to 
fully evaluate the psychiatric/psychosomatic relationship of Claimant's mental condition to 
her alleged chemical exposure. As a result, it is necessary that Claimant be further 
analyzed by a specialist in the area of neuro-psychology. Defendants respectfully request 
that the Commission order Claimant to attend the evaluation with Dr. Beaver as scheduled. 
ARGUMENT AND AUTHORITY 
1 Claimant's counsel suggests that the three IME's include the two doctors that examined her on 
September 30, 2005 (Drs. Munday and Wallace) and the interview with vocational rehabilitation specialist, 
Doug Crum, on February 21, 2007. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT 
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The fundamental purpose of the Industrial Commission's administrative regulation of 
the worker's compensation system is liberal construction "to secure the just, speedy, and 
economical determination of all issues." J.R.P. 1. Sure and certain relief under the Idaho 
Worker's Compensation Act is achieved upon the Industrial Commission's operation and 
implementation of relevant statutes to address disputes and questions arising from the 
worker's compensation laws. Brooks v. State Fire Insurance Co., 117 Idaho 1066, 1069, 
793 P.2d 1238 (1990). 
1. The Proceedings in This Case Must Be Suspended As a Matter of Law and 
Procedure. 
Defendants are entitled to the opportunity to address Claimant's alleged 
psychological injuries, disorders, or conditions including, but not limited to, a 
neuropsychological evaluation. The Idaho Worker's Compensation Act unambiguously 
sets forth that: 
Submission of Injured Employee to Medical Examination 
or Physical Rehabilitation. (1) After an injury or contraction of 
an occupational disease and during the period of disability the 
employee, if requested by the employer or ordered by the 
commission, shall submit himselffor examination at reasonable 
times and places to a duly qualified physician or surgeon. 
*** 
I. C. § 72-433(1). Claimant's refusal to attend the August 23-24,2007, evaluation by Dr. 
Beaver constitutes an unreasonable failure to submit to examinations and an obstruction of 
the proceedings. Idaho statutory law unequivocally mandates that: 
If an injured employee unreasonably fails to submit to or in 
any way obstructs an examination by a physician or surgeon 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT 
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designated by the commission or the employer, the injured 
employee's right to take or prosecute any proceedings 
under this law shall be suspended until such failure or 
obstruction ceases, and no compensation shall be payable 
for the period during which such failure or obstruction 
continues. 
I. C. § 72-434 (emphasis added). The Legislature's use to the word "shall" denotes a 
mandatory, not a discretionary act. Madison v. J.R. Morgan, Inc., 115 Idaho 141, 144, 
765 P.2d 652 (1988). Statutes are to be construed to ascertain and give effect to the 
purpose of the legislation and to give force and effect to every part of the provision. Dohl 
v. PSF Industries, Inc., 127 Idaho 232,237,899 P.2d 445 (1995). Further, The Industrial 
Commission is limited to the power and authority granted by the Legislature and lacks 
authority to alter, amend, or enlarge legislation. See, Roberts v. Transportation Dp't., 
121 Idaho 727,732,827 P.2d 1178 (Ct. App. 1991). The Industrial Commission and its 
hearing officers are constrained by clear statutory wording even if the result is harsh and 
arbitrary. Petrie v. Spaulding DrywaJl, 117 Idaho 382,384,788 P.2d 197 (1990). 
The Supreme Court of Idaho has specifically determined, in the context of 
interpreting I.C. § 72-434, an obstruction is defined as "a hindrance obstacle or barrier and 
delay, impeding or hindering." Hewson v. Asker's Thrift Shop, 120 Idaho 164,168,814 
P.2d 424 (1991)(citation omitted). The Court also recognized that "[t]here are many 
diverse ways in which an employee may obstruct a compelled examination." Hewson v. 
Asker's Thrift Shop, 120 Idaho at 168. Notably, the Industrial Commission and the 
Supreme Court of Idaho have had occasion to address and reject obstructive behavior 
similar to that exhibited in the case at hand. See generally, Brewerv. LaCrosse Health 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT 
TO I.C. §§ 72-433 and 72-434 - 6 
& Rehab, 138 Idaho 859, 71 P .3d 458 (2003), see also, Brewer v. LaCrosse Health & 
Rehab, 2001 IIC 0842 (2001), reconsideration denied, 2001 IIC 1040 (2001). 
In Brewer, the defendant surety scheduled the claimant for an IME with Dr. Ronald 
Vincent. The claimant attended the scheduled IME, but refused to fill out the intake form or 
discuss the history or development of her symptoms. Upon completion of the IME, Dr. 
Vincent advised the defendant surety that the claimant's refusal to fill out the form and 
answer any questions for the exam limited him to a position where he was not comfortable 
establishing any more than a working diagnosis. Subsequently, the defendants ceased 
paying benefits pursuant to I.C. § 72-434 on the basis that the claimant refused or 
obstructed Dr. Vincent's IME. The claimant requested an emergency hearing contending 
that she adequately participated in the IME. 
Upon review, the presiding Referee initially recognized the unequivocal statutory 
language of I.C. § 72-434. The presiding Referee reiterated her prior holding that "medical 
examinations customarily include the filling out of certain forms, including patient intake 
forms, as well as responding to verbal questions of a physician; Claimant's failure to do so 
obstructs the examination process." Brewer v. LaCrosse Health & Rehab, 2001 IIC at 
0845. The Referee determined that the claimant's actions did in fact obstruct Dr. Vincent's 
examination and that such obstruction was unreasonable. The presiding Referee went on 
to find that as a result of the claimant's refusal to cooperate with a normal course of the 
medical examination, Dr. Vincent was unable to reach certain medical conclusions. 
Ultimately, the presiding Referee found that pursuant to I.C. § 72-432, the claimant's right 
to take or prosecute any proceedings was suspended until her obstructions ceased. The 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT 
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Industrial Commission summarily rejected the claimant's Motion for Reconsideration, again 
referring to the clear provisions of I.C. § 72-434. Brewer v. LaCrosse Health & Rehab, 
2001 IIC 1040. 
On appeal, the Supreme Court noted the clear wording of I.C. § 72-434. The Court 
went on to deduce that the plain, obvious, and rational meaning of "examination" as 
contained in I.C. §§ 72-433 (1) and 72-434 includes not only physical manipulation and 
palpitation, but also customary oral and written inquiries relevant to one's past and present 
health. Brewer v. LaCrosse Health & Rehab, 138 Idaho at 862. Based on this plain, 
obvious, and rational interpretation, the Supreme Court found "that responding to intake 
questionnaires and answering questions regarding one's past or present medical condition 
constitutes an integral part of an IME." Brewer, 138 Idaho at 863. Ultimately, premised 
upon Dr. Vincent's statements as to his inability to elicit complete information from the 
claimant, the Supreme Court concluded that the testimonial documentary evidence clearly 
demonstrated that the claimant unreasonably obstructed the IME. 
While there are some factual and procedural parallels with Brewer, Claimant's 
actions in the instant case are infinitely more unreasonable and obstructive. The evidence 
is indisputable that Claimant is refusing to be evaluated by Dr. Beaver. Claimant's pattern 
of abuse of the system continues at every turn in the road. As a direct result of Claimant's 
refusal to cooperate with the normal course of proceedings, Dr. Beaver will be unable to 
reach conclusions regarding Claimant's past and present mental condition(s). There is no 
reasonable legal, factual, or medical basis for precluding Defendants from conducting a 
neuropsychological IME of Claimant. As such, Claimant is unreasonably obstructing the 
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IME for purposes of I.C. § 72-434. Therefore, pursuant to the dictates of I.C. § 72-434 and 
judicial interpretation thereof, Claimant's right to take or prosecute any further proceedings 
in this case must be suspended until such obstruction ceases and full compliance is 
rendered. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing argument and authority, Defendants respectfully request 
that the Commission suspend the instant proceedings until such obstruction ceases and 
Claimant renders full compliance with the designated doctor. Defendants also ask that 
Claimant be cautioned to the extent that if she continues to obstruct Defendants' attempts 
to have her evaluated, she risks the potential dismissal of her Complaint and claims by the 
Commission. ~ 
DATED this ~ day of July, 2007. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & 
B 
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CERTIFICAT~ SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of July, 2007, I served a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUSPEND 
PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO I.C. §§ 72-433 and 72-434 by delivering the same to each of 
the following, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Telephone: (208) 414-0665 
Facsimile: (208) 414-0490 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICES, P.A. 
1299 E. Iron Eagle, Ste. 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
Telephone: (208) 938-5584 
Facsimile: (208) 938-5482 
[~ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[J Hand-Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[~ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[] Hand-Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
[ J Facsimile 
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Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull, ISB No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW O. 
PAPPAS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS 
PURSUANT TO I.C. §§ 72-433 AND 
72-434 
l, 
AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW O. PAPPAS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS 
PURSUANT TO I.C. §§ 72-433 AND 72-434 - 1 
z: 
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0 c;::, c;::, 
......, 
State of Idaho 
County of Ada 
) 
) ss: 
) 
Matthew O. Pappas, having been first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: 
1. That the statements contained herein are your Affiant's own personal 
mind and are true and correct to the best of his information. 
2. That your Affiant is an attorney duly licensed to practice law within the 
state of Idaho and is a member of the law firm of Anderson, Julian & 
Hull LLP, attorneys for Defendants in the above-entitled action. 
3. That attached hereto is Exhibit "A" is a true and correct copy of the 
pertinent portions of Dr. Stephen W. Munday's March 30, 2006, IME 
Report. 
4. That attached hereto is Exhibit "B" is a true and correct copy of 
Defendants' June 1,2007, letter to Claimant's counsel notifying him of 
the arrangements made for Claimant to be evaluated by Dr. Craig 
Beaver in Boise, Idaho. 
5. That attached hereto is Exhibit "C" is a true and correct copy of 
Defendants' June 27,2007, letter to Claimant's counsel notifying him 
of the hotel arrangements and providing a check for the estimated 
travel expenses. 
6. That attached hereto is Exhibit "0" is a true and correct copy of 
Claimant's July 6, 2007, letter to Defendants notifying that Claimant 
was refusing to attend the IME with Dr. Beaver. 
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FURTHER your Affiant saith naught. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me t ._..."..,.~~_ 
-
ry Public for 'Idaho ~~ 
Residing at Boise, Idaho () 7/ 
My Commission Expires: ~11 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this f ~y of ~er, 2007, I seNed a true and 
correct copy ofthe foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW O. PAPPAS IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO I.C. §§ 72-433 AND 72-434 by delivering the 
same to each of the following, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Telephone: (208) 414-0665 
Facsimile: (208) 414-0490 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICES, P.A. 
1299 E. Iron Eagle, Ste. 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
Telephone: (208) 938-5584 
Facsimile: (208) 938-5482 
[-rt:J.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[] Hand-Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail (1 Facsimile 
[-1 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand-Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
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SHARP 
March 30, 2006 
Matthew O. Pappas 
Anderson , Julian & Hall, LLP 
CW Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Ste. 700 
Boise, 10 83707-7426 
RE: 
SRSMG#: 
Vi.si. t: 
DOl: 
Emp: 
Case: 
KNOWLTON, LESIA J. 
1884078. KOM 
25131470 
09/12/2000 
St. Luke's WRMC 
845586 
}-) '''C'S S-tcH--I\' \.e - -- - a : 
Me({ic;il Gr(mp~ Inc. 
MEDICAL-LEGAL EVALUATION IN TOXICOLOGY 
Dear Mr. Pappas : 
This evaluation was performed at your request at the Sharp Rees-
Stealy Occupational Health Clinic in Mira Mesa, San Diego County , 
California, on September 30, 2005. 
Because the patient was referred from Idaho, and it was necessary to 
complete the interview, examination, allergy consultation and 
diagnostic testing in one day, this evaluation was performed in 
phases. 
In conjunction with my evaluation, an allergy consultation with 
allergy skin testing was arranged with William Wallace, M.D., 
Diplomate, American Board of Allergy and Immunology. The two 
components , including the consultation and the allergy skin testing, 
were interspersed between my meetings with the patient. I did meet 
with Ms. Knowlton face to face, with her sister in the room, right 
after she had completed the initial allergy consultation with Dr. 
Wallace. Subsequently, I personally escorted her to the Allergy 
Clinic to complete the skin testing. I reviewed the skin testing 
with Dr. Wallace and then returned to the Occupational Health Clinic 
with Ms. Knowlton in order to complete the remainder of her 
evaluation. I then arranged with the driver , whom we had procured to 
escort her from place to place, to take her and her sister to lunch 
4000 Ruffin Road, Suite E, San Diego, CA 92123 
Customer Service Number: (858) 637-6616 
RE: KNOWLTON, LESIA J. 
March 30, 2006 
Page 48 
there is a poodle inside the home. She indicated to Dr. Wallace that 
she had feather pillow and an Ionic Breeze cleaner, wood stove, a 
four-year-old clean carpet, and no one smokes in the home. Dr. 
Wallace referenced a normal HEENT examination, except that there was 
some injection of the posterior pharynx with a mucoid discharge but 
no sinus tenderness. He noted mild tenderness of the anterior 
cervical lymph nodes, which were slightly enlarged. He noted the 
pulmonary examination revealed no wheezing, rales or rhonchi, 
although somewhat decreased breath sounds were noted. He noted no 
digital clubbing. He noted an erythematous- or urticarial-appearing 
reaction at the base of the posterior neck and a macular rash in the 
same area. He then performed comprehensive cutaneous testing using 
the Southern California Prick Test Antigen, which was entirely 
negative. This included multiple pollens, fungi, cat, dog, house 
dust, mites and mixed feathers. He also tested for her for horse, 
mouse, parakeet, rabbit and rat. He was unable to test for cattle or 
duck, except the mixed domestic ather test, which included chicken, 
duck and goose. The patient was noted to have a 
9-mm weal and 50-mm flare on the histamine control, which validates 
the negative test. Her skin was normally reactive. He noted six 
major foods were tested including milk, egg white, corn, wheat, 
orange and peanut, and all were negative. 
In addition to the epicutaneous testing that was performed by Dr. 
Wallace, I also performed comprehensive RAST testing on Ms. Knowlton, 
and she had completely negative class zero testing, including to the 
foods tested, which included orange, potato, tuna, oyster, salmon, 
strawberry, baker's yeast, apple, chicken meat and cacao, also 
peanut, soybean, almond, walnut, crab, shrimp, tomato, pork, beef, 
carrot, egg white, sesame seed, pea, milk, wheat, cod fish, barley, 
oat, corn and rice. In addition, she was negative for all the fungi 
and molds tested. She was negative to both species of dust mite, 
cat, dog cockroach and the common trees including alder, oak, elm, 
olive, cottonwood, eucalyptus and acacia as well as the common weeds 
including commOn ragweed, western ragweed, false ragweed, English 
plantain weed, lamb's quarters weed, Russian thistle weed, cocklebur 
weed, rough pig weed, scale weed and rough marsh elder weed. Also, 
the common grasses including Bermuda grass, meadow grass, timothy 
grass and Kentucky blue grass were all negative. In addition, her 
hypersensitivity pneumonitis panel was completely unremarkable. Her 
CBC was normal. 
IMPRESSION: 
1. Gastroesophageal reflux disease. 
2. Unclear psychiatric condition, under treatment with 
3. Probable psychosomatic odor-induced intolerance. 
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4. Laryngeal dysfunction. 
DISCUSSION: Based on the preponderance of evidence available in this 
case, which includes a history obtained directly from the patient, 
physical examination findings, collateral allergy consultation, 
extensive medical records, depositions of the patient and other 
hospital/employer personnel, and extensive laboratory/diagnostic 
findings; there is no evidence whatsoever of any work related 
condition. There is no evidence that Ms. Knowlton has sustained an 
injury or developed an illness arising out of or occurring in the 
course of her employment with Wood River/St. Luke's Hospital, and 
specifically as a result of any exposure associated with the incident 
described as occurring on September 12, 2000. I base this on the 
following: 
First of all, it is not clear that Ms. Knowlton was even exposed to 
any toxic material on September 12, 2000. I would leave to the 
trier-of-fact a determination as to whether or not the use of, or 
presence of, sulfuric acid on September 12, 2000, is even at issue. 
However, it is not clear, in my opinion, based on the records that 
are available, that sulfuric acid was actually ever used in regard to 
the incident in a hospital patient's room on that date. Sulfuric 
acid is not normally described as smelling like rotten eggs, and I 
would state that this type of smell is more commonly associated with 
the gasses released from a clogged sewer drain and not from sulfuric 
acid, which has a burning or acid-type smell. In addition, I would 
note, as Dr. Fulmer noted when he originally treated her, that 
sulfuric acid is highly irritating. In fact, sulfuric acid is so 
irritating and so water soluble that it would be essentially 
impossible for a person to stay in an area of exposure to sulfuric 
acid for any significant period of time. Because it is so irritating 
and so water soluble, it would cause a high degree of irritation to 
the eyes and upper airway mucous membranes, and it is my opinion that 
it is toxicologically impossible for the claimant to have remained in 
an area exposecl.to .sulfuric acid for any period of time that co\yld 
potentially lead to the subsequent development of throat and airway 
complaints in the absence of a history of having had any eye, upper 
airway or mucous membrane irritation. I would also note that the 
patient's claim to now have sensitivity to products containing 
sulfates or sulfites has not ever been confirmed. As previously 
indicated, the mere fact that both molecules contain sulfur is no 
more pertinent than the fact that one molecule that contains carbon 
means that persons are allergic to all other molecules containing 
carbon. There is no validated scientific evidence that would support 
any reasonable medical association between exposure to, and even 
poisoning by, sulfuric acid and the subsequent development of allergy 
4000 Ruffin Road, Suite E, San Diego, CA 92123 
Customer Service Number: (858) 637-6616 
R~; ~OWLTONf LESIA 
March 30, 2006 
Page 54 
day of _~-4J--__ t 200_l_ Signed and dated this 
in San Diego County, California. 
STEPHEN W. MUND~.D., M.P.H., M.S. (Toxicology) 
Chief of Preventive and Environmental Medicine 
Chief of Occupational Travel Services 
Diplomate, American Board of Preventive Medicine 
Certified in Medical Toxicology 
Certified in Occupational Medicine 
Certified in Public Health and General Preventive Medicine 
Certified in Travel and Tropical Medicine 
Qualified Medical Examiner 
Medical Review Officer 
sharp Reea stealy Medical Group, Inc. 
4000 Ruffin Road, Suite E 
San Diego, CA 92123 
(858) 637-6610 
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ANDERSON, JULIAN & H ULL LLP 
A TTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT L AW 
Robert A. Anderson 
Brian K. Julian 
Alan K. Hull 
Chris H. Hansen 
Phillip 1. Collaer 
Michael P. Stefanic 
AmyG. White 
Kenneth D. Nyman 
(of Counsel) 
Justin P. Aylsworth 
Mark D. Sebastian 
Matthew O. Pappas 
Rachael M. O'Bar 
Davis F. VanderVelde 
Stephen L. Adams 
Robert A. Mills 
June 1, 2007 
VIA FACSIMILE AND FIRST CLASS MAIL 
Brad Masingill 
27 West Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Re: Knowlton v. Wood River Medical Center 
Our File NO. :65-334 
Dear Mr. Masingill: 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208)344-5800 
Facsimile: (208)344-55 10 
e-mai l: ajh@ajhlaw.com 
Web Site: www.ajhlaw.com 
With Attorneys Licensed to Practice in 
Idaho, AZ, CO, MD, NV, OR, PA, and WA 
We have contacted Dr. Craig Beaver and scheduled a two-day neuropsychological 
evaluation for your client in Boise on August 23 - 24,2007. Claimant needs to be at Dr. 
Beaver's office, which is located at 250 Bobwhite Court, Boise, Idaho by 11 :45 a.m. on 
August 23. The IME is scheduled to from 12:00 - 5:00 p.m. on August 23 and continue 
from 9:00 a. m. - 5:00 p.m. on August 24,2007. As this is a two-day evaluation , we need 
to know your client's travel requirements so that we can arrange appropriate transportation, 
lodging and reimbursement. 
If your client will need transportation and/or lodging, please contact me as soon as 
possible so that we can make the proper arrangements to ensure that she arrives at the 
evaluation on time. If she is going to find her own transportation, please let us know her 
mileage to and from Boise and we will prepare the proper reimbursement for her travel, 
lodging and meals. I look forward to your cooperation in this matter. Please consider and 
explain to your client the requirements to cooperate pursuant to I.C. §§72-433 & 72-434. 
Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. 
Sincerely, 
Matthew O. Pappas 
MOP:dgs 
Cc: Christ Troupis 
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Phillip J. Collaer 
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Robert A. Mills 
27 West Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
June 27, 2007 
Re: Knowlton v. Wood River Medical Center 
Our File NO.:65-334 
Dear Mr. Masingill: 
c. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208)344-5800 
Facsimile: (208)344-5510 
e-mail: ajh@ajhlaw.com 
Web Site: www.ajhlaw.com 
With Attorneys Licensed to Practice in 
Idaho, AZ, CO, MD, NV, OR, PA, and WA 
Enclosed please find a firm check in the amount $157.00 which reflects the mileage 
reimbursement and per diem for Ms. Knowlton for her travel in connection with 2-day 
appointment with Dr. Craig Beaver on August 23 - 24, 2007, at Dr. Beaver's office, which is 
located at 250 Bobwhite Court, Boise, Idaho. We have also made lodging arrangements at 
the Springhill Suites by Marriott 424 E. Parkcenter Blvd, Boise, Idaho. The confirmation 
number for the hotel is 046304870. The hotel is just up the street from Dr. Beaver's office. 
The IME is scheduled to start on August 23, 2007, at 12:00 p.m. and go until 5:00 p.m. 
and continue from 9:00 a. m. - 5:00 p.m. on August 24, 2007. 
I look forward to your cooperation in this matter. Please consider and please 
explain to your client the requirements to cooperate pursuant to I.C. §§72-433 & 72-434. 
Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. 
Sincerely, 
Matthew O. Pappas 
:dgs 
cc: Christ Troupis 
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July 6, 2007 
Matthew O. Pappas 
Anderson, Julian & Hull LLP 
P. O. Box 7426 
Boise, ID 83707-1426 
.. Matthew Papp as 14100 1100 1 
R. Brad Masingill 
Attorney at Law 
27 W. Commercial- P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Telephone (208) 414-0665 
Fax (208) 414·0490 
E-mail bmasingill@hotmail.com 
Re: Knowlton v. Wood River Medical Center 
Dear Mr. Pappas: 
I received your letter dated June 27,2007 and the check for travel expenses for Lesia. 
As Lesia has already had three (3) 1MB's, we do not feel the need of another two day 
medical examination. Lesia saw Dr. William Wallace at Sharp Rees·Stealy Medical Group on 
September 30,2005, she also saw Dr. Munday that same day. Douglas Crum C.D.M.S., 
Vocational Rehabilitation Specialist visited with Lesia at her home on February 21, 2007. 
These evaluations were done at your request. 
Therefore, we are advising Lesia not to participate in the !ME scheduled with Dr. Beaver 
on August 23 and 24 and T am returning your travel expenses check. 
RBM:gg 
Pc: C. Troupis 
L. Knowlton 
file 
Anderson, Julian & Hull 
C. W. Moore Plaza 
250 South Fifth Street, Suite 700 
Post Office Box 7426 
Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull - ISB No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
LESIA KNOWLTON, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
WOOD RIVER MEDICAL CENTER, 
Employer, 
and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No. 00-030269 
SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS 
PURSUANT TO I.C. §§ 72-433 and 
72-434 
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COME NOW, the Defendants, Wood River Medical Center and Fremont 
Compensation Insurance Group, by and through there undersigned counsel of record, and 
hereby respectfully submit Defendants' Supplemental Memorandum in Support of Motion 
to Suspend Proceedings: 
ADDITIONAL FACTS 
After defense counsel filed the initial Motion to Suspend Proceedings, a letter was 
received from Claimant's counsel conceding that Claimant would attend the independent 
neuro-psychological examination by Dr. Craig Beaver on August 23-24, 2006. See 
Supplemental Affidavit of Matthew O. Pappas, Exhibit liE." However, Claimant's 
attendance at the exam is with a caveat, she will attend only with one of her attorneys 
present. See id. Defendants' continue to object to Claimant's intrusive and obstructive 
actions in the investigation of her claims and potential conditions related to her alleged 
exposure to chemicals on the job. Defendants have consulted with Dr. Beaver and he has 
informed us that due to the objective nature of his psychological examination and interview 
with Claimant, having Claimant's counsel present would potentially interfere with his ability 
to obtain accurate information from Claimant. 
Defendants are also concerned that the presence of counsel at the IME will serve to 
intimidate Dr. Beaver and impede his ability to conduct his evaluation. Dr. Beaver is 
agreeable to having the evaluations sessions audio taped, so that Claimant's counsel can 
review the sessions as their leisure. However, he asks that any recording be made in such 
a way that they do not interfere with the administration of any tests or interviews with 
Claimant. As a result, Defendants request that the Commission order Claimant to attend 
SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS 
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the examination scheduled with Dr. Beaver and restrict Claimant's counsel from attending 
the evaluation sessions. 
ARGUMENT AND AUTHORITY 
The Idaho Supreme Court has previously recognized that attorneys representing 
claimants carry a unique status and, thus, do not have an unqualified right to attend IMEs. 
See Hewson v. Asker's Thrift Shop, 120 Idaho 164 (1991). Idaho Code Section 72-
433(2) specifically provides that an employee may bring a personal physician to an IME. It 
is silent on whether the employee can have an attorney present. However, the code also 
provides that the employee is entitled, It ••• to have an audio recording of any 
examination." I.C.72-433(2). The Supreme Court has stated that it was the intent of this 
particular section to protect an employee compelled to undergo an examination by an 
expert whom he or she did not select against "potential intrusive questions and 
techniques." See Hewson, 120 Idaho 167. Clearly, the Court did not go as far as saying 
the claimant in Hewson could have her attorney present. 
Injecting the presence of an attorney to a neuropsychological examination, which 
focuses on objective and subjective responses to specific questions and tests, would skew 
the ultimate outcome. It would only serve to heighten the adversarial nature of the litigation 
process. Defendants are also concerned that Claimant may change or alter her responses 
to portions of the evaluation if she is allowed to take breaks and consult with her attorney 
during the examination. 
Claimant's counsel also runs the risk of making themselves a material witness at 
any subsequent proceedings which may follow. Idaho Rule of Professional Conduct 3. 7(a) 
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provides, "A lawyer shall not act as advocate at a trial in which the lawyer is likely to be a 
necessary witness .... " I.R.C.P., Rule 3.7(a). The commentary to the Rule explains that 
combining the roles of advocate and witness can prejudice the tribunal and the opposing 
party and can create a conflict of interest between the lawyer and client. See id. Allowing 
Claimant's counsel to be present during Dr. Beaver's evaluation of Claimant prejudices 
Defendants' ability to adequately prepare a defense to Claimant's claims. 
Once again, Defendants are faced with another clear example of Claimant's 
unreasonable attempts to obstruct the worker's compensation process. As previously 
noted, the Code unequivocally mandates that: 
If an injured employee unreasonably fails to submit to or in 
any way obstructs an examination by a physician or surgeon 
designated by the commission or the employer, the injured 
employee's right to take or prosecute any proceedings 
under this law shall be suspended until such failure or 
obstruction ceases, and no compensation shall be payable 
for the period during which such failure or obstruction 
continues. 
I. C. § 72-434 (emphasis added). Claimant's actions fall under the Idaho Supreme Court's 
definition of "obstruction" as identified in Hewson, which involves "a hindrance obstacle or 
barrier and delay, impeding or hindering." Hewson, 120 Idaho at 168. 
Defendants want to further clarify that any agreement to allow the session with Dr. 
Beaver to audio taped per I.C. §72-433 is done with the understanding that Claimant will 
bear the cost of making the recording. There is no mandate in the Code to imply that the 
party conducting the examination has to also pay to have it recorded. Additionally, the 
method of recording must also be done in a way that does not interfere with the 
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examination. The Court in Hewson noted, "We recognize that in some instances the 
improper use of a tape recording device may constitute an obstruction .... " Hewson, 120 
Idaho at 168. Due to the inherently intrusive and obstructive nature of having a certified 
videographer and video recording equipment set up in an examination room, Claimant 
should not be permitted to make a video recording of the examinations. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing argument and authority, Defendants respectfully request 
that the Commission suspend the instant proceedings until further obstruction ceases and 
Claimant renders full compliance with the designated doctor. Defendants also ask that 
Claimant be cautioned to the extent that if she continues to obstruct Defendants' attempts 
to have her evaluated, she risks the potential dismissal of her Complaint and claims by the 
Commission. 
Defendants request that Claimant be ordered to attend the examination scheduled 
with Dr. Beaver on August 23-24, 2007. Claimant should not be allowed to have her 
counsel present during the examination. Claimant may make audio recordings of the 
evaluation sessions; however, due to the intrusive and obstructive nature of video 
recording, Claimant should not be permitted to video record any of the examinations. 
DATED this 3O~ay of July, 2007. 
ANDERSON, JULIAN & HULL LLP 
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CERTIFICATE g3ERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of July, 2007, I served a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO I.C. §§ 72-433 and 72-434 by delivering the same 
to each of the following, by the method indicated below, addressed as follows: 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Telephone: (208) 414-0665 
Facsimile: (208) 414-0490 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICES, P.A. 
1299 E. Iron Eagle, Ste. 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
Telephone: (208) 938-5584 
Facsimile: (208) 938-5482 
[~ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
[J Hand-Delivered 
[J Overnight Mail 
[~ Facsimile 
LA-[ ] 
[ J 
W--
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand-Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile 
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C. W. Moore Plaza 
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Boise, Idaho 83707-7426 
Telephone: (208) 344-5800 
Facsimile: (208) 344-5510 
Alan K. Hull, ISB No.: 1568 
Matthew O. Pappas, ISB No. 6190 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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and 
FREMONT COMPENSATION 
INSURANCE GROUP, 
Surety, 
and 
IDAHO INSURANCE GUARANTY 
ASSOCIATION, Party of Interest, 
Defendants. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF 
MATTHEW O. PAPPAS IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS 
PURSUANT TO I.C. §§ 72-433 AND 
72-434 
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State of Idaho 
County of Ada 
) 
) ss: 
) 
Matthew O. Pappas, having been first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: 
1. That the statements contained herein are your Affiant's own personal 
mind and are true and correct to the best of his information. 
2. That your Affiant is an attorney duly licensed to practice law within the 
state of Idaho and is a member of the law firm of Anderson, Julian & 
Hull LLP, attorneys for Defendants in the above-entitled action. 
3. That attached hereto is Exhibit "E" is a true and correct copy of the 
July 24,2007 correspondence received from Claimant's counsel. 
FURTHER your Affiant saith naught. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~~Of July, 2007, I served a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW O. PAPPAS IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PURSUANT TO I.C. §§ 72-433 AND 72-434 by 
delivering the same to each of the following, by the method indicated below, addressed as 
follows: 
R. Brad Masingill 
27 W. Commercial Street 
P.O. Box 467 
Weiser, Idaho 83672 
Telephone: (208) 414-0665 
Facsimile: (208) 414-0490 
Christ T. Troupis 
TROUPIS LAW OFFICES, P.A. 
1299 E. Iron Eagle, Ste. 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
Eagle, Idaho 83616 
Telephone: (208) 938-5584 
Facsimile: (208) 938-5482 
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TROUP(S LAW OFFICE, P.A. 
CHRIST T. TROUPIS 
LICENSED IN IDAHO, OREGON, 
CAuFORNlA, ANI) IWNOIS 
Matthew Pappas 
Anderson, Julian & Hull, LLP 
POBox 7426 
Boise. ID 83707-7426 
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELOR AT LAw 
July 24, 2007 
Re: Knowlton v. Wood River Medical Center 
Dear Mr. Pappas: 
t 299 E. IRON EACLE. STE. 130 
P.O. Box 2408 
EAGlE. ID 83616 
Please be advised that I have spoken to my client, Lesia Knowlton, and she has agreed to 
undergo the neuropsychological evaluation by Dr. Beaver on August 23 and 24. She will 
be staying with her relatives here because she has difficulty staying in motels due to the 
use of cleaning solvents. Either Brad Masingill or I will attend the evaluation with our 
client. Please advise my office ifthe scheduling for this appointment has changed. 
CTf/mdt 
cc: R. Brad Masingill 
Lesia Knowlton 
Tel: (108) 938·5584 
Christ T. Troupis 
Fax: (208) 93S·5482 ctroupis<Ptroupislaw.com 
